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northern States? Does the result there furnish 
another exception to the general rule that capital 
gets the better of labor whenever they come In 
collision? We know how feebly and unsuccess- 
fully labor has contended with associated and in- 
corporated capital in the Old World. We know 
how soon the contest is given up, and all is sur- 
rendered by labor except the means of the most 
scanty and precarious subsistence. We know 
something of the exactions and oppressions to | 
which capital subjects labor in other countries 
when population reaches a certain degree of dens- 
ity. We know something of the wretchedness 
and suffering which free white laborers endure in 
those countries. But what are the results in the 
free-labor States of our own country? We know 
that the unexampled prosperity of the northern 
States is a theme for constant boasting; but we 
know, too, that Great Britain boasts even more 
loudly of her prosperity; and yet it is there that 
labor has been notoriously reduced to the starva- 
tion point. Still, the question recurs, what is the 
result of the conflict between capital and labor in 
the free-labor States? It is no answer to the ques- 
tion to point us to the rapid increase in the wealth 
of capitalists. That fact only excites the suspi- 
cion that labor has had but little of the profits left 
for its share. Can the fact be denied that labor 
has been compelled to bow to the exactions of 
associated capital in the northern States, just as it 
has in all other countries? Pretext after pretext 
is resorted to for increasing these exactions, until 
| bor submits finally with quite as little resistance 
as if it had ceased to be free. Occasionally we hear 
of a spasmodic effort on the part of the oppressed 
free white laborers to obtain redress from their 
employers; but such impotent rebellion of labor 
against capital seon yields to the necessities of 
wives and children crying for bread. On such 
occasions as these, we are sometimes allowed to 
hear a voice from free labor which speaks a dif- 
ferent language from that used by the Senator from 
New York. That Senator represents free labor 
as cager for an invasion of slave labor, wherever 
itcan be found. Free labor, when speaking for 
itself on some of these occasions, declares that its 
wages are so low that they do not furnish the ne- 
cessaries of living; that its wrongs are so enorm- 
ous and its oppressions so tyrannical that negro 
slavery itself would be far preferable. Without 
undertaking to decide how far capital has pro- 
eressed in the free States in crushing free labor to 
the point of abject submission, it will be safe to 
assume, that the result of the conflict thus far does 
not promise to be different from that which has 
marked the triumph of capital in every other coun- 
try. Itis certain that free labor is involved in a 
conflict at home with incorporated capital which || 
will demand all of its energies if it succeeds in 
averting a destiny quite as hopeless and cheerless 
as that which it is made to believe is reserved for | 
southern slave labor. 
But, Mr. President, it cannot be that the voice | 
of free Jabor at the North is truly represented by 
the Senator from New York. It is incredible 
that laboring men, who depend on slave labor for | 
the means of subsistence, and whose labor is daily | 
appropriated to swell the profits of their oppress- 
ors at home,are really contemplating so suicidal 
an enterprise as that of destroying the system on 
which they are obtaining their daily bread. It 
is rather the device of the capitalist and the poli- 
tician, who seek to silence the just complaints of 
labor by exciting a prejudice against slave labor, 
as the obstacle that stands in the way of relief. | 
The whole question as to an irreconcilable an- 
tagonism between free and slave labor may be 
stated in a few words: capital has exacted from 
labor its earnings, until labor is reduced to the 
starving point; in this condition labor calls on || 
capital for relief; capital replies that there is a | 
conflict between free and slave labor, which must 
be terminated in the overthrow of slave labor | 
before relief can come; labor atcepts the excuse 
as true, submits to its destiny, and runs off in the 
erusade against slave labor, while the capitalist 
goes on enriching himself upon the slander ex- 
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acted from labor, and the politician obtains power 
and place upon the votes of free labor. 

In the remarks already made, I have taken an 
exclusively political v iew of the relations subsist- 
ing between the systems of voluntary and invol- 
untary labor. Viewed in this light, l have sought 
to show that, so far from the existence of an 
irreconcilable antagonism between them, they 
are peculiarly adapted to the Jaws of nature, which 
govern in their respective localities; that they 
harmonize with cach other in the legitimate pur- 
suit of their respective interests; that they mutu- 
ally promote and sustain the prosperity of each 
other; and that their combined exertions and in- 
fluence give strength to the Federal Union, and 
prosperity and glory to the whole nation, ‘The 
deduction is logical and unavoidable, that all who 
attempt te create dissension and collision between 
two syst 
enemies of 
labor. 

But, Mr. President, however harmonious 
two systems may be when administered with a 
single eye to the interests of both, we have to 
deal with the fact that there is a conflict growing 
out of the subject of slavery, which is full of dan- 


ms are either misguided er reckless 
the true interests of both systems of 
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cer to the integrity of the Federal Government. 
This is not so much a conflict between the two 


systems of labor as an antagonism of opinion as 
to the nature and character of slave ry, and ¢ spe- 
cially as to its morality. Whether that antago 
nism of opinion is incompatible with the permanent 
union of the two sections under our Government, 


| is the momentous problem that now challenges 


the earnest consideration of the whole country 
The conflict under examination consists In this: 
on one side it is maintained that African slavery 
is a moral wrong—on the other that it is a moral 
right. The morality of the institution is the creat 
point at issue. Sut how an 1 be 
legitimately raised? ‘The parties to the contest con- 
stitute distinct, separate, and independent com- 
munities, so far as all questions of morality 
involved. By what authority, then, does the one 
ussume to arraien the other on a matter of con- 
science? Virginiaisa sovereignty on all questions 
of morality. Massachusetts is a sovereignty on 
all questions of morality. Why may not Virgimia 
and Mas , In the enjoyment of their 
undeniable rights of conscience, entertain different 
opinions on the innocence or the sinfulness of 
slavery without getting into a political conflict? 
May not Virginia well say to Massachusetts: my 
conscience is at ease on the subject of slavery; after 
thorough investigation of the question, and after 
appealing to the recognized standard of true 


in such issue 


are 


achusetts 


| morals, [ am satisfied that slavery is the proper 


condition of the African within my limits; and | 


that in assizning him to that condition, I violate 
no law of Christian morality. 
upon your investigation, to believe that freedom 
is the true condition of the African within your 
limits, and that to assien him to the condition of 
slavery would be wicked and criminal according 
to your code of morals; but, having eased your 
conscience by inhibiting the sin of slavery within 
your own dominion, how do you justify your 
interference with the exercise of my conscience 
within my dominion, or why should your con- 
science be afflicted because mine is not disturbed ? 
And this raises the question whether the interpo- 
lation of the morality or immorality of slavery 
into our national political contests can be justified 
on any principle consonant with our relations as 
a brotherhood of sovereignties, or our obligations 
as members of a constitutional Confederation. 
The genius of our institutions recognizes ‘‘ re- 


| ligion and morality as indispensable supports of 


the dispositions and habits which lead to political 
prosperity;’’ but these are expressly excluded 
from the jurisdiction of the Federal 
The free exercise of religious faith is reserved to 
the people of thé States. As a moral or religious 
question, therefore, slavery is in express terms 
excluded from the Federal Government and con- 
fined to the sovereignty of the States. Itis only 
in those political aspects of the subject that are 


You have a right, | 


egislature., | 


expressly recognized by the Constitution that 
Congress can take any jurisdiction of the subject 
A State possesses plenary powers to legislate 
either for the abolition or the establishment of 
slavery, and there is no limitation to the reasons 
on which its legislation may be based. But when 
Congress exeretses its limited jurisdiction, it can- 
not constitutionally he roverned by other than 
purely political considerations. The Constitution 
is made th me law of the land, and to se- 
cure its observance as such, the sanction of a 
required of all public officers. 


supre 


Christian oath is 
What, then, is the duty of a public man con 
scientiously opposed to slavery, whose official 
obligation requires him to act on the subject? 
Must he follow his conscience or his 
to support the Constitution as the supreme law? 
If he follows his 
as a law higher than the Constitution. 


obligation 
conscience, he substitutes that 
This is 
precisely what every man does who unites him 

self to a political organization whose vitalizing 
principle is a sentiment of religious opposition to 
slavery,and whose ultimate object ts its annihila 

tion wherever it exists, by means of congressional 
legislation. He allows his religious faith to take 
the place of the supreme law of the land in the 
direction of his political conduct. He is guilty 
of a double violation of the Constitution: first, 
in making it his object to abolish slavery in States 
where it legally exists; and gecond, in making his 
religious conviction the test of his political action, 

The conclusion follows unavoidably, that the 
Constitution must be maintained as the supreme 
rule of political action, or it must be repudiate a, 
set aside, or evaded, at the bidding of a religious 
belief. In this consists the real conflict. If the 
Constitution prevails, there is no conflict. If re- 
ligious belief prevails as the supreme law, there 
is a conflict, and one that is irrepressible and fatal 
to the Confederacy. The solution of the difficulty 
is plain—to keep matters of religion distinet and 
separate from matters political; In matters of re 
livion, let the appeal made 
standard as the supreme law; but in matters po- 
litical, let the Constitution prevail as the supreme 
law. 

This is not only the solution of the conflict as 
it is clearly laid down in the Constitution, but i 
is the solution which is furnished by the example 
of the wise patriots who founded our Government. 
Whenthey met together to make a ‘* more perfect 
Union,”’ they were embarrassed in their action by 
this same conflict about slavery. The opposition 
to it was as marked then as itis now. The ob- 
stacle to the formation of the Union was the same 
that now stands in the way of its preservation. 
It was solved then by separating its political from 
its moral aspects—assigning the one to the arbit- 
rament of the Constitution as the supreme law, 
and the other to the forum of conscience under 
the reserved rights and powers of the States, 

I am induced, Mr. President, by the great im- 
portance of this subj et, to bring to the attention 
of the Senate an abstract of the proceedings and 
debates in the convention of 1789, on the propo 
sition to impose a duty on the importation of 
slaves. On this question, the debates involved 
the subject of slavery in all its aspects, as well as 
the obstacles to its adjustment, I make the ab- 
stract in the language of Mr. Madison, in his 
Debates of the Federal convention of 1787: 

* SLAVERY IN THE Feperat CONVENTION. 

‘On the clause as to the importation of slaves— 


“Mr. L. Marvin said: It was inconsistent with the 
principles ef the Revolution, and dishonorable to the Amer 


to the Christian 


| ican character, to have such a feature in the Constitution. 





“Mr. Ror teper. Religion and humanity had nothing to 
do with this question. Interest alone is the governing prin- 
ciple with nations. The true question at present is, whether 
the southern States shall or shall not be parties to the Union ? 
If the northern States consult their interest, they will not 
oppose the increase of slaves, which will increase the com 
modities of which they will become the carriers. 

‘Mr. E.tswortn. The morality or wisdom of slavery are 
considerations belonging to the States themselves. What 
enriches a part enriches the whole, and the States are the 


| best judges of their particular interest. 


“Mr. Suerman. He disapproved of the slave trade ; yet, 
as the States were now possessed of the right to import 
slaves, as the public good did not require it to be taken 
from them, and as it was expedient to have av few objee 
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tions as possible to the proposed scheme of government, he 
thought it best to leave the matter as we find it. 

** Colonel Mason 
avarice of British merchants.” 
having slaves was experienced during the late war.”’ 
“Slavery discourages arts and manufactures. The poor 
despise labor when performed by slaves. They prevent the 
immigration of whites, who really enrich and strengthen a 
country. They produce the most pernicious effect on man 
ners, Every master of slaves is born a petty tyrant. They 
bring the judgment of Heaven on a country.” * * % 
“He held itessential, in every pointof view, that the Gen- 
eral Government should have power to prevent the increase 
of slavery. 

‘Mr. Exyswortn. Ashe had never owned a slave, he 
could not judge of the effects of slavery on character. He 
said, however, that if it was to be considered in a moral 
light, we ought to go further, and free those already in the 
country.”’ ’ 2 ** Let us not intermeddl 

‘Mr. Pincnney. If slavery be wrong, it is justified by 
the example of all the world.” . , *In all 
ages, one hall of mankind have been slaves.”’ . . 5 

\n attempt to take away the right {of importation] would 
produce serious objections to the Constitution, whi 
Wished to see adopted. 

“General Pincwxney deelared it to be his firm convic 
tion that if himself and ali his colleagues were to sign the 
Constitution and use all their personal influenec, it would 


* * . 


* The evil of 


* *e 


h he 


be of no avail towards obtaining the assent of their con 
stituents. South Carolina and Georgia cannot do without 
slaves.’ " ‘ " ‘He contended that the im 


ab eonag of slaves would be for the interest of the whole 
nion.,. 

“Mr. Batowtn had conceived national objects alone to 
be before the convention; not such as, like the present, 
were of a local nature. Georgia was decided on this point. 

“Mr. Gerry thought he bad nothing to do with the con- 
duct of the States as to slaves, but ought to be careful not 


to give any sanction to it. 


** Mr. Dickinson considered it as inadmissible, on every 


principle of honor and satety, that the importation of slaves 
should be authorized to the States by the Constitution. The 
true question was, whether the national happiness would 
be promoted or impeded by the importation , and this ques 
tion ought to be leit to the national Government, not to the 
States particularly interested. 

“Mr. WinttamMson thought the southern States could 
not be members of the Union, if the clause should be re 
jected; and that it was wrong to force anything down not 
absolutely necessary, and which any State must disagrce 
to. 

“ Mr. Kina thought the subject should be considered in 
a political light only. 

* Mr. Lanapon wasstrenuous for giving the power to the 
General Government. Ile could not, with a good con 
science, leave it with the States. 

“General Pinckney moved to commit the clause, that 
slaves might be made liable to an equal tax with other im- 
ports. 

“ Mr. Rer.rpere was strenuous against striking out the 
clause, and seconded the motion for a commitment. 

“Mr. Gouverneur Morris wished the whole subject to 
be committed, including the clauses relafing to taxes on 
exports and to a navigationact. These things may form a 
bargain among the northern and southern States. 

** Mr. Bor er declared he never would agree to the power 
of taxing exports. 

**Mr. Suerman said it was better to let the southern 
States import slaves than to part with them, if they made 
that a sine qua non. 


“Mr. Ranpourn was for committing, in order thatsome | 


middle ground might, if possible, be found. 

“ The commitment was made, 7 to 3—1 absent.”’— Madi- 
son's Papers, volume 3, pages 1388-1398. 

The result was the commitment of the several 
subjects involved in the conflict, and their final 
settlement on the terms contained in the Consti- 
tution. 


A similar conflict, but much less controverted, | 


arose in the Federal convention on the subject of 
providing for the restoration of fugitive slaves. In 
this connection the following brief abstract from 
the proceedings will be useful: 
** Fugitive Slaves—in Convention. 
“Mr. Burver and Mr. Pinckney moved to require fugi- 


tive slaves and servants to be delivered up like criminals.”’ | 


“Mr. Witson. ,.This would oblige the executive of the 
State to de it at the public expense. 

‘* Mr, SHERMAN saw no more propricty in the public seiz- 
ing and surrendering a slave or servant than a horse. 

Mr. Berier withdrew his proposition. 
(787, page 1447.) 

‘“*Mr. Borser moved to insert, after article 15: If any 


person, bound to service or labor, in any of the United | 


States, shall escape into another State, he or she shall not 
be discharged, &e. 

* Agreed to, nem. con. (August 29, 1787, pages 1456, 1558.) 
* No person legally held to service or iabor,’ &c. (Septem- 
ber, Report from Committee of Style, &c., page 1558.) 

“ Article 4, section 2, (the third paragraph.) Whe term 
*‘Jegally’ was struck out, and the words ‘under the laws 
thereof? inserted atter the word ‘ Statc,’ in compliance with 
some who thought the term legal equivocal, and favoring 
the idea that slavery was legal in a moral view.”’ (Septem- 
ber 15, page 1589,) 


These proceedings prove the prevalence in the 

Federal convention of strong anti-slavery senti- 
, . 3 

ments. They show that the formation of a Fed- 


eral Union was seriously endangered by the con- | 
flict on that subject. They show that statesmen | 
whose wisdom, patriotism, and morality are un- | 
questioned and unquestionable, although cengci- 
entiously impressed with the belief that slavery 








This infernal traflic originated inthe 1} 


| adjustment of the subject. 


(August 28, | 








January 30, 








was immoral, finally adopted a Constitution which || ‘The South neither feels nor acknowledges any 


distinctly and repeatedly acknowledges and guar- 
anties its legality and validity. They did this 
without changing or yielding their moral convic- 
tions. They acted upon the principle that slavery 


| was a domestic insutution, belonging to the juris- 


diction of the States; that its morality or immo- 
rality was a question with which the Federal 
Government had no connection; that it was only 


asa political subject that they had to deal with 


it; and that, without deciding whether it was moral 
or immoral, they could sanction its legality in the 
States, and extend to it the guarantees and pro- 
tection of the Federal Government. The course 
adopted by our fathers in founding the Govern- 
ment furnishes the only practicable solution of 
the obstacle to its pres rvation. If the Constitu- 
tion is construed in the light of their example and 
administered in the spirit of their patriotism, the 
Union can never be endangered by any conflict 
on the subject of slave ry. 

The fact that there is pending a sectional con- 
flict between the North and the South is conclu- 
sive evidence that the example of the fathers of 
the Constitution has been disregarded, and that 
the Constitution itself has been violated and trod- 
den under foot. On whom rests the weighty re- 
sponsibility of this high crime of arraying the 
sections against each other in dangerous collision? 
I appeal to the truth of history in vindication of 
the South and of that portion of the North which 
has acted with the South on all the issues as to 
slavery that have arisen since the first serious 
conflict in 1820. It was in the hope of avoiding 
sectional agitation that the South submitted tothe 
arbitrary compromise made in that year. It was 
because the South and her northern friends denied 
the constitutional right of Congress to abolish 
slavery in the Dist: Columbia, or to prohibit 
its eXistence in ou vy-yerds and dock-yards, 


or to prohibit the r-State trade in slaves, that 


they sought, in 1835, and for several years after- | 
|| wards, to exclude from Congress the agitation of || 
|| slavery upon the introduction of petitions and 
| memorials on these several subjects. 


the sake of peace, and to avoid sectional agitation, 


| that, in 1848, and again in 1850, they proposed a || 
| final settlement of the slavery question by an ex- 
tension of the Missouri compromise line to the | 


Pacific. After this most reasonable proposition 
was rejected by their northern opponents, they 


sought again to avoid the revival of sectional agi- | 


tation by withdrawing the question as to slavery 
Ti Oe ; ; : 
in the Territories from Congress and leaving it 


| to the decision of the people therein, thereby 
establishing the principle of congressional non- || 


interference as a fair, equal, and constitutional 
It was because they 
believed that a faithful adherence to the principle 
of non-interference would prove effectual in keep- 
ing down sectional agitation that they applied it 
to Kansas and Nebraska, in 1854, when govern- 


| ments were given to those Territories. The South | 


and her northern friends have pursued one uni- 
form line of policy on every occasion when the 


| slavery question has been raised; that policy has 
< ° . > ° 
been, in every issue, strictly defensive, and never | 


aggressive. Whilst the South has believed that 


|| slavery, as it exists in the southern States, is 


morally and politically right, we have not sought 


to make that a reason for extending it into the | 
| Territories. 
| stitution recognizes slaves in the South as prop- 
|erty, entitled to like protection with all other | 


We have maintained that the Con- 


property; and hence that Congress has no power 
to prohibit its enjoyment in the Territories like 
every other species of property. We have been 
ready to abide by and acquiesce in the adjudica- 
tion of these questions by the Supreme Court, 
and, since their decision in our favor, we rely 


| upon it as the highest constitutional evidence that 
‘| our policy bas been neither unreasonable, unjust, 


|; horageressi-.. 


We have never exacted from our 
friends in the North an admission of the correct- 
ness of our convictions as to the morality of sla- 
very. We have claimed the right to exereise the 
full freedom of conscience on that as on all other 
questions of morality, and we have cheerful 

coneeded the same freedom to all others. We 
have agreed with our northern friends in taking 
the example and the Constitution of our fathers 
as the guides of our political organization, and on 
these we have codperated and harmonized in 
yeaisting aggressions upon the rights of the South. 


It was for | 


| tion of the Constitution. 


responsibility on account of the pending sectional 
conflict. We would gladly see all cause of alien- 
ation and dissension removed. We are as carnest 
now as ever before in our opposition to the agita- 
tion of the slavery question. It is in the power 
of our opponents to restore immediate quiet and 
peace—soon to be followed by our ancient fra- 
ternal relations. They claim to stand where our 
fathers stood on the slavery question, and they 
quote by the hour from their writings to show 
that they, like themselves, believed slavery to 
be a moral, social, and political evil. We vener- 
ate the high names which they invoke as much as 
they do,and we frankly concede the strong oppo- 
sition of many of them to an institution which we 
regard as moral, beneficent, and proper. Our 
opponents and the South are therefore in the exact 
category which existed among our fathers in the 
formation of the Constitution. In the Federal 
convention were noble patriots opposed to sla- 
very; there were others, equally true patriots, 
who were its advocates; there was a cunflict that 
seemed to be irreconcilable. Yet these conflicting 
elements were karmonized, a Constitution was 
formed, and a Unton founded. How was this 
great work accomplished? The record which I 
have already cain gives the answer. The 
opponents of slavery conceded the point that, 
though in their opinion the institution was wrong, 
yet, it being a bubjoct that belonged entirely to the 
States where it was legal and valid, they could 
conscientiously recognize that legality and valid- 
ity in the Constitution, and provide for its protec- 
tion as other property. They did not surrender 
their moral convictions, but agreed that the obli- 
gation on them to form a Constitution anda Union 
was a higher law for their government than their 
individual moral convictions. Unless our oppo- 
nents claim to be wiser statesmen, truer patriots, 
and better Christians than their fathers, it is diffi- 
cult to see why they cannot act as well as THINK 
like them. To withdraw the cause of sectional! 
agitation it is not essential that our opponents 
should change one jot or tittle of their moral be- 
lief. Itis only necessary to agree that the Con- 
stitution is the supreme law, and to follow the 


/example of their fathers in not allowing their 


moral persuasions to control their political ac- 


| tions. 


But it is answered that we make demands for 
slavery which can never be conceded, because 
they are unconstitutional and aggressive. If this 
be so, they ought not to be conceded. Whatare 
these demands? First, that the power of Con- 
gress to prevent the extension of slavery shall be 
given up. We make no such demand; but what 
we say is, that Congress has no such power, 
and we demand that Congress shall exercise no 
power that the Constitution does: not confer. It 
is an issue between us, then, as to the construc- 
Who isto decide be- 
tween us? The Constitution answers that it shall 


| be decided by the Supreme Court. We claim that 
*the Supreme Court has decided the question in 


our favor. Without attaching undue importance 
to the decision, we may at least claim for it the 
respect and confidence awarded to all the adjudi- 
cations of the highest judicial tribunal. The de- 


| cision may possibly be reversed by some subse- 


quent court—but, until sugh reversal, the South 
is at least relieved from the charge of having been 
‘‘aggressive,’’ in denying the power of Congress 
to prohibit the existence of slavery in our Terri- 
torics. 

It is said, in the second place, that slavery is 
‘‘aroressive,’’ because the South claims that the 
Constitution, of its own foree, guaranties the 
right to take and hold slaves, under its protection, 
in our Territories. Our opponents join issue with 
us on this proposition. Itis a constitutional ques- 
tion, and can only be decided by the constitu- 
tional tribunal for adjudicating such issues. We 
have the advantage of having the adjudication of 
the question in our favor by that tribunal. Until 
the court is changed, or it reverses its decision, 
we stand acquitted of the charge of being “ ag- 
gressive.” 

The result then is, that the Republicans are 
conscientiously afopinion that the Supreme Court 
sAimupdetnant and misconstrue the Constitution, 
and therefore they declare that they are determ- 
ined to continue the sectional agitation and con- 
flict until these decisions of the court are reversed. 
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jury on your side. 
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| 
Let us inquire seriously if this is a sufficient | 
reason for continuing the conflict. Upon this | 
programme, how long is the country to be af- 
flicted with this perilous strife? As the Supreme 
Court is organized under the Constitution, it may 
require ten, twenty, or thirty, or more years, to | 
make such a change in its composition as to se- | 
cure a reversal of the decisions complained of. 
Does any rational man believe that the bonds 
which tie this Confederacy together are strong 
enough to withstand the sectional collisions which | 
must occur within the period indicated for the | 
continuance of the conflict? 
The first great object of the Republicans is to | 
get possession of the executive department of the 
Government. Suppose they should succeed and 
the Union should survive the shock, how much 
nearer would that bring them to the accomplish- 
ment of their object? A Republican President 
might forswear himself and refuse to execute the 
law and enforce the Constitution, but the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court would stand unre- 
versed. Deaths or resignations might possibly 
enable a Republican President to secure the de- | 
sired reversals; but is it upon the calculation of 
possible chances and contingencies like these that 
the country is to continue to be convulsed by sec- 
tional agitation? 
But the subject is susceptible of a still more prac- 
tical view. You assure us that the primary if not 
the only object of your organization is to prevent 








the expansion of slavery. As long as the ques- | 
tion as to the existence of slavery in Kansas was | 
open, there was some small amount of plausibility | 


in the avowed purpose of your organization. But | 
even that slender pretext is now swept away. 
There is no other Territory into which it is prob- | 
able, if indeed possible, that slavery can be car- 
ried and maintained. Southern slaveholders know 
too well the laws which regulate the value of slave | 
labor to be guilty of the folly of carrying it into 
any of our present Territories. The acquisition 
of additional territory. of any kind, and espe- 
cially of a character to invite slave labor, is too 
remote a contingency to be counted within the | 
range of possibility. What, then, is there that is 
practical in yourorganization? In the great con- 
test about Kansas we had the empty triumph of a 
change of the law by the court in our favor; but 
you had the substantial triumph of a verdict by | 
the jury in your favor. We have the consola- 
tion of having the law on our side; you have the 


consolation of having the jury on your side. What | 


more do you want? After a protracted conflict, 


putting to hazard the Confederacy, you may pos- | 


sibly succeed in getting the court as well as the 
3ut the expansion of slavery 
would be no more effectually prevented then than 
it is now. 

It is difficult to believe that, for the accomplish- 
ment of an object so remoteand contingent, means 


so greatly disproportionate can be designed. Your | 
organization 1s confessedly powerful, possessing | 


the political control of nearly all the free States, 
wusliige through a machinery that exerts its po- 
tent influence throughout their vast limits, animat- 
ing its adherents with a religious political zeal that 
dwarfs all subjects except slavery into utter insig- 
nificance, and struggling for ascendency in the 
iederal Government with a stubborn persistency 


of purpose that is wholly regardless of conse- | 


quences, 
Your organization is soemphatically based upon 





one idea that, when we appeal to you to restore | 


peace and harmony to the country by dropping 


the slavery question from our political conflicts, | 


you answer us in candor that to do that would 


be to disband your party. Your answer suggests | 


a conclusive reason why your organization ought 
to be disbanded. You cannot exclude the slavery 
question from your platform without disbanding 
your organization, for the plain reason that oppo- 
sition to slavery is its vital principle.» The pre- 
vention of the extension of slavery is the form in 
which you present the issue; but you will not 


tility to the institution. This sentiment is infused 





= an intense, active, and uncompromising hos- | 


into and impressed upon the northern mind from | 


the cradle up through all the stages of education 
to manhood. To hate slavery as a great sin isa 
standing theme for the pulpit. The consequence 
has been the formation of a public opinion which 
violates, without hesitation, all that class of obli- 
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gations which are legitimately implied under a con- 
federation of sovereign communities. These obli- 
gations rest upon the golden rule, ‘* Dounto others 
as you would that others should do unto you.” 
They are obligations dependent entirely for their 
fulfillment on the slighted faith of the parties. They 
cannot be enforced by legal means, and on that 
account ought to be regarded and observed as hon- 
orary pledges of friendship, binding together a 
brotherhood of sovereignties. These obligations 
require such an exercise of the reserved rights and 
powers on the part of each sovereignty as not to 
interfere needlessly with the enjoyment of the re- 
served rights of any other sovereignty of the Con- 
federation. The freedom of conscience, of speech, 
and of the press are all reserved rights, and each 
sovereignty has the unlimited exercise of them; 
but the obligation of fraternity requires that they 
shall not be exercised for the purpose of affecting 
injuriously the rights of other members of the Con- 
federation. Can it be truthfully said that these 
fraternal obligations have been faithfully kept? 
The sentiment of hostility to slavery has been so 
intensified by the teachings of the schools and the 
pulpits, aided by the most unbridled license of the 
press and the freest exercise of speech, that pub- 
lic opinion will tolerate no legislative recognition 
of the legality of slavery in the States where it 
exists by law. It goes further; it seeks by legis- 
lation to dissolve the relation of owner and slave, 
when the former, either on business or pleasure, 
makes a temporary visit into its jurisdiction, If 
a slave escapes into a free State, public opinion 
sanctions his concealment from pursuit, and even 
tolerates the giving of assistance in insuring his 
final loss to his owner. But it does not stop with 
a violation of the honorary obligations of brother- 
hood; it repudiates the express obligations im- 


| posed by the constitutional compact, not only by 


refusing to enact the laws necessary to the execu- 
tion of an express provision of the Constitution, 
but by passing laws designed to prevent its exe- 
cution. The power of this public opinion is man- 
ifested in the temples of justice, obstructing and 
defeating the administration of the law; in the 
temples of religion, converting them into arenas 
for political agitation; and in the halls of legisla- 
tion, influencing them in the passage of laws for 


| the obstruction and nullification of the constitu- 


tional lecislation of the Federal Government. It 
enters into old, long established political associa- 
tions; distracts their harmony ; corrupts their prin- 
ciples; destroys their nationality; abolishes their 
organizations, and blots out their names. Pre- 
text after pretext is seized upon to increase and 
strengthen sectional jealousies and prejudices, 
until a powerful anti-slavery sentiment is prepared 
ready to be molded by political ambition into a 
great sectional organization for the control of the 
Federal Government. 

The proposition to give territorial governments 
to Kansas and Nebraska in 1854 furnished the 
occasion and the pretext for appropriating this 
»owerful sectional sentiment to party purposes. 
Che original bill of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Dove.as;] for organizing Kansas, was in the exact 
language of the acts of 1850 organizing New Mex- 
ico and Utah. 

The bill was made to conform faithfully to the 
non-intervention principle of the legislation of 1850, 
because that principle had been indorsed by both 
of the great national parties in 1852, and ratified 
by the result of the popular vote. After such 
evidences that congressional non-intervention was 
the fixed solution of the slavery question, it would 
have been an inexcusable violation of the plighted 
faith of the two sections if the Senator from Illi- 
nois, as chairman of the Committee on Territo- 
ries, had not followed strictly the legislation of 
1850. Immediately after the introduction of the 
bill, when its languace was identical with that of 
the acts of 1850, a violent assault was made upon 
the measure in a circular letter, issued by several 
prominent Republicans of this body and of the 


th | other House, in which a strong appeal was made 
deny that your opposition to its extension is based || 


to the anti-slavery sentiment at the North in op- 
position to the application of the non-interven- 


tion principle to the Kansas and Nebraska Ter- | 


ritories. The sectional agitation was, therefore, 
then and there reopened and revived in _— 
to the doctrine of non-intervention, and by men 


whose party had professed, in their platform of | 
1852, to acquiesce in that principle as a final set- || 
The amendments subse- || 


tlement of the subject. 


B. 


| accomptished. 
| tion of political organizations based upon anti- 


| the Republican eae claims to follow the precepts 


| organization a pointed rebuke when he warns 


| from sectional parties gotten up by designing men 


| difference of local interests and views. Jefferson 





































































quently made to the bill, expressly repealing the 
Missouri restriction, were in strict conformity 
with the principle of non-intervention, and were 
calcufated and intended only to make that fact 
more certain. If it was slavery aggression to 
secure to the people of a Territory the unob- 
structed right to adopt or reject that system of 
labor, then the non-intervention principle of the 
Kansas bill was aggressive; but so,also, was the 
legislatidn of 1850, which had been indorsed by 
both parties and by the people in 1852. But itus 
not true that the legislation of 1850, or of 1854, 
was an aggression of slavery; it was the recog- 
nition of a great constitutional and just principle 
for the preventign of sectional conflicts. 

If this prineiple has failed to secure the object 
of its adoption—the prevention of slavery agita- 
tion in Congress—the responsibility rests on those 
who have seized upon the powerful anti-slavery 
sentiment of the North as the instrument with 
which to resist and defeat the legitimate operation 
of the principle. Whatever else has been said 
against the repeal of the Missouri restriction, it 
has never been maintained that the law repealing 
it Was not a constitutional enactment. We are 
told that the Republican party owes its existence 
to that law, and that its object was to defeat its 
operation and to prevent the introduction of sla- 
very into Kansas. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FrssENDEN] said in the Senate, on Monday last: 

‘* Sir, we formed our party, I grant, with the express in 
tention to prevent, if possible, the extension of slavery 
into 'Territories—to prevent it by congressional action, if 
we could; if we could not by congressional action, to pre 


vent it by main foree—not by armed foree, but the force of 
public opinion and private action, That f grant.” 


By the confession, therefore, of the Senator from 
Maine, one object of the concentration and embod- 
imentofthe anti-slavery sentiment, under the name 
of the Republican party, was to obstruct, defeat, 
and render nugatory a law of* Congress, which, 
being passed in pursuance of the Constitution, was 
the supreme law of the land. It would have been 
legitimate to make public opinion available to se- 
cure the repeal of the obnoxious law. That, how- 
ever, has never been seriously attempted. But 
upon what principle of allegiance to the Constitu- 
tion can public opinion be organized to prevent the 
operation of a supreme law? Yet it was in this 
spirit of rebellion against law, and in violation of 
the compromise of 1850, that the Republican or- 
ganization originated; and in that spirit the first 
great object of its formation was sought to be 
What would have been thought 
of the patriotism of Washington, Jefferson, and 
Madison, if, after avowing their opposition to sla- 
very, they had proceeded to counsel the forma- 


slavery sentiments, for the purpose of defeating 
and nullifying the operation of constitutional laws 
that might be offensive to that sentiment? Yet 


and the example of those venerated names! You 
claim to hold the same views on slavery with 
those fathers; yet Washington administers to your 


his countrymen against the danger to the Union 
endeavoring to excite a belief that there is a real 


and Madison, too, have left on record their au- 
thority against the constitutionality of the object 
which you profess to animate your organization 
—-the prevention of the expansion of slavery by 
the action of Congress; and it is clearly demon- 
strable that, of all men who have lived, Mr. Jef- 
ferson has done most towards the perpetuation of 
slavery. But the desecration of these great names 
becomes revolting in the extreme when they are 
used to sanction the formation of an organization, 
one of whose admitted objects was to defeat the 
operation of a constitutional law, and that not by 
the mode of repeal provided in the Constitution. 

But the Republican party has accomplished the 
object of its organization—the exclusion of sla- 
very from Kansas. Whether that has been ef- 
fected by the force of public opinion at the North 
or by the force of ‘‘ private action’’ in the form 
of aid societies and Sharp’s rifles, I shall not 
stop to inquire. The object has been accom- 
plished; and we now may ask without offense, 
what other object is to be served by the party? 
There is no dae free territory into w hich slavery 
threatens to make an incursion. Upon your owu 
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showing, the occupation of your party would 


seem to be gone. Yet we sec no abatement in the 
zeal with which you have carried on the sectional 


conflict; we see no diminution in the intensity of | 


your hostility to southern institutions. You rally 
your forces with as much earnestness as when 
you professed to believe that Kansas was being 
overrun by slavery. You seem to rely as much 
as ever on ‘* the force of public opinion and pri- 
vate action’’ for the accomplishment of sme mo- 
mentous anti-slavery enterprise. What is the 
meaning of this persistence in maintaining your 
organization, and especially in asseverating that 
its only object is the prevention of the expansion 
of territory? ‘The South proclaims herself ready 
and anxious to see fraternal flidions restored. 
You have but to say the word, and slavery agita- 
tion isatanend. But whilst you continue your 
demonstrations of hostility to our institutions and 
to marshal your forces for another sectional con- 
flict, we are forced to apprehend danger, and to 
prepare for our defense. We are reluctant to be- 
few that the mere attainment of political power 
and patronage impels you to play so hazardous a 
game with our rights and interests and lives. We 
must concede that your organization is actuated 
by an honest hostility to slavery, or we are forced 


to regard your leaders as political hypocrites and | 


speculators, and their followers as deluded dupes. 
Assuming tnat honest hostility to slavery is the 
vital principle of your party, we are constrained 
to conclude that you have determined upon its 
extinction, as the ultimate object of your organi- 
zation. No other conclusion can be consistent 
with your claim to honesty of purpose. In this 
object you agree cordially with the avowed Abo- 
litionists. "They boldly declare their purpose, and 
make open war on the Constitution. You keep 
your ulterior purpose in the back ground, cov- 
ering it under the cloak of opposition to the ex- 
pansion of slavery; making war on the decisions 
of the Supreme Court, which impede your prog- 
ress, and on the court itself; but being content if 
you can keep within the letter of the Constitu- 
tion, however grossly its spirit may be violated. 
The Abolitionists would employ immediate force, 
moral or physical, to exterminate slavery. You 
object to so summary a mode of reaching the end 
—you would take time to starve us out by resort- 
ing to **the force of public opinion and private 
action’’ in confining slavery to its present limits. 
You would take time to secure such an increase 
of sectional strength as will enable you to reor- 
ganize the Supreme Court, and obtain its sanc- 
tion to laws repealing the fugitive slave law and 
abolishing slavery in this District, and wherever 
else itmay now lawfully exist outside of the Siates. 
You would avail yourselves of * the force of pub- 
lic opinion and private action,’’ to organize new 
free States as rapidly as possible, with the view 
of hastening the consummation of your object of 
exterminating slavery by an amendment of the 
Federal Constitution. 

Assuming this to be your programme, we can 
easily understand the policy which governs you 
in continuing the sectional conflict. We can com- 
prehend why it as that you so indignantly repel 
the charge that your organization is making war 
on the institutions of the South, and why you 
asseverate with so much earnestness that you in- 
tend to keep within the letter of the Constitution 
in your opposition to slavery. You agree with 
the Abolitionists in the end to be accomplished. 
You disagree as to the time and mode of its con- 
summation. The Abolitionists are open enemies; 
they would strike down the Constitution and 
destroy our institutions ata single blow. You 
would take time and rely upon the growth of your 
sectional strength to secure a public opinion that 
will have force enough to destroy our institutions 
in accordance with the forms and letter of the 
Constitution. ‘To the South the result is equally 
disastrous, whether it is brought about by the 
one policy or the other. If we are to have no 
eXemption from the constant danger of having our 
domestic relations disturbed and destroyed; if 
this sectional strife is to be indefinitely prolonged; 
if the association with us is so offensive that you 
can give us no rest or repose until you work out 
our final destiny either by violence or by the lin- 
gering process of making the Constitution itself 
our executioner instead of our protector, then we 
appeal to your candor to avow your purpose with 
distinetness, and let the people of the South choose 


| if the preservation of our sacred honor, and the 


| decision will unite net only the judgments of all 


| time, commanding, by the justice of our cause, | 
| the active sympathies of more than a million of | 


| or the South, the people of my State have no sym- 
| pathy and hold no counsel, 


| tution faithfully construed an 


| swell the torrent of sectionalism, or that could be | 


intelligently between quiet submission to the des- 
tiny you have marked out for them, and resistance 
in such form as may promise to be least disastrous 
to both parties. 

When youassume that the declarations ofsouth- 
ern men, indicating a determination not to submit 
to the dominion of a sectional, anti-constitutional 
majority, are idle threats, having no other import 
and significance than to make capital for the presi- 
dential election, you fall into an error that shows 
how little you know of the real public sentiment | 
of the South. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Wirson] has done nothing to which south- | 
ern men will except, in making a compilation of 
their anti-submission, or, as he is pleased to term 
them, disunion sentiments, for circulation in the 
northern States. 
sincerity and hypocrisy to these honorable men,as 
he necessarily does when he represents them as 
merely playing a ** disunion faree,’’ he descends 
far below the level of the dignity of his subject. 
There is no one of them who does not conscien- | 
tiously believe that submission to the rule of the 
Republican party, upon the principles and policy 
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evinces a design to reduce (the South) under abso- 
lute despotism, it is their duty to throw of such 
government, and to provide new guards for their 
future seeurity.”’ 

But, Mr. President, I still have faith in the 
practicability of a Federative Government, and in 
the capacity of the people, under the guidance of 
a Providence whose interpositions have marked 
our entire career as a nation, to rescue it from its 
present perils. Moderation on the part of the 
South, mutual toleration among friends on sub- 
ordinate questions, firmness and fidelity in the 
maintenance of great essential principles, and an 


|| unshaken trust in the intelligence, integrity, and 


| patriotism of the people, will! dissipate the gloom 


When that Senator imputes in- || 


avowed by the Senator from Massachusetts, || 


would involve a sacrifice of both honor and the 
Constitution. } 
inauguration of that rule, by the election of a can- 
didate pledged to the principles and policy of 
the prominent leaders of the Republican party, 
would be the substitute of a hostile sectional do- 
minion in the place of the Union of the Constitu- 
tion, that they have deemed it due to candor to 
declare their fixed purpose to regard the Confed- 
eracy at an end upon the happening of that event. 

Whilst I coneur ‘ally in the opinion that the 
permanent ascendency of a strictly sectional ma- | 
jority, animated by the spirit that characterizes 
the acknowledged champions of the Republican 
party, and fatally bent on the consummation of 
the objects avowed by its most influential leaders, | 
is,and must of necessity be, the destruction of the | 


nouncing in advance what contingency should be 
taken as conclusive evidence that the reign of sec- 
tional despotism will be thereby inaugurated. This 
is too momentous a question to be decided in ad- 
vance of the fullest and most earnest deliberations 
of the sovereignties of the southern States. Una- 
nimity of decision is essential to the concert of | 
action necessary for its successful execution. “We 
have the example of our revolutionary fathers for 
the earnest warnings of impending danger which 
have been repeatedly given. 
continue to be disregarded; if our warnings shall 
meet no other response than derision and insult; 


safety of eur firesides and family altars, shall force | 
us to seek for a remedy in independence, let our | 
antecedent counsels be marked by so much pru- | 
dence, moderation, and discretion, that the final 


the southern members of the Confederacy, but the 
hands and hearts of all their citizens; at the same 


true friends in the northern States. 
With disunionists, per se, whether in the North 


j We regard them as 
alike enemies of the best Government that the 
wit of man has ever devised. We have as little 
sympathy with submissionists, per se, whether 
they be in the North or the South. Our sympa- 
thies are with those who love the Union, that 
flourishes in all the vigor imparted by a Consti- 
administered; but 
who have the manhood to resist aggressions and 
usurpations, inconsistent with a faithfully admin- 
istered Constitution, even to the disruption of the 
ties that bind us in a common Confederation. 
if my counsel could prevail, I would have no 
word uttered by any southern man that would 


construed by the most unscrupulous partisanship 
into language of menace, | would have the South 
to plant itself upon the resolution that ‘ the Fed- 
eral Union must be preserved,”’ by a faithful ad- 
herence to all the requirements of the Constitu- 
tion. Borrowing language from our fathers, I 
would say, in aspirit of fraternal warning, to our 
northern opponents: ‘* When a long train of 


It is because they believe that the || 


If our appeals shall |) Rey. J. Spencer Kenwarp offered up the follow- 


that now obscures the future of our Union, and 
secure another triumph for constitutional conser- 
vatism. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President, I propose asking 
the attention of the Senate a short time to some 
remarks on the resolutions of the Senator from 
Mississippi, and kindred subjects; but this is 
scarcely an appropriate time. It is late in the 
day; an executive session is desired; and, more- 
over, I note the absence of two or three Senators 
upon this side, to whose views I must necessarily 
refer in the course of the remarks I propose to 


| make. I therefore prefer deferring those remarks 
| until some more convenient time. With that pur- 





abuses and usurpations, by a dominant sectional 
majority, pursuing, invariably, the same object, 


| pose, I move the postponement of the further con- 


sideration of the resolutions now before the Sen- 
ate, until Wednesday at half past one o’clock, 
with the understanding, however, if it is perfectly 


| convenient, and meets the approbation of the Sen- 
| ate, that I shall call them up to-morrow, after the 


Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] shall have 
closed his remarks, if time permits. 
The motion to postpone was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion of Mr. FITCH, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 


rc : ; '| and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
Confederacy, I do not concur in the policy of pro- || 


reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 30, 1860. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

‘he galleries were densely thronged with spec- 
tators, and a large number of persons, not usually 
admitted, including several ladies, occupied places 
on the floor. = 

The Crerk having called the House to order, 


ing prayer: 

O Thou that presidest over the destinies of na- 
tions, we approach Thee in no vain and empty 
form, but as our forefathers in the first Congress 
knelt and sought Divine guidance and strength 
and wisdom, even so this morning will we lift up 
our hearts unto Thee. Do Thoulook upon us with 
the same mercy with which Thou hast beheld our 
nation ever since its birth. ‘Thou hast ever been 
gracious unto her when her Representatives and 
her people have looked unto Thee for help. ‘Thou 
hast raised up friends in times of trial. Thovt 
hast interposed with thy Divine authority in times 
of peril. Oh, do Thou now make bare Thy mighty 
arm and come to our deliverance from the preset 
excitement, from the present danger. O God, 
we beseech Thee that while the vessel of State is 
tossed upon the billows of tempestuous excite- 
ment, Thou, Son of God, mayest come over the 
waters, and entering into our councils, do Thou 
speak with the voice of authority unto the war- 
rig elements, and say ‘* Peace, be still,’’ and may 
there be agreat calm, may there be a great peace, 
and may God be honored and exalted in the pres- 
ent prosperity and future development and glory 
of our nation. Do Thou bless these Represent- 
atives in Congress assembled. Grant that their 
lives and health may be precious in Thy sight. 
Grant that their judgments may be aited. en- 
lightened, and strengthened by ‘Thy divine sane. 
Grant that their hearts may feel all the bonds of 
brotherly sympathy and confidence which once 
they felt; and do Thou grant, O God, that Thy 
name may be honored in our country, and through 
all our institutions, and by all our Represent- 
atives. We ask it for Jesus’ sake. Amen. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 


proved. THE SPEAKERSHIP. 
The CLERK announced as the business first 
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in order the motion submitted by the gentleman | last Congress, which excludes persons not entitled | 
from North Carolina [Mr. Wixstow] on Friday || to the privilege of the floor. 
last, that the House proceed to vote viva voce ms 1} a DAVIDSON. My resolution refers to that 
Speaker; upon which the previous question has || rule. 
Le Aitnethed, and Seale , || Mr. PHELPS. I did not understand that. 
Mr. REAGAN. I move that there be a call of Mr. DAVIDSON. | insist that my resolution 
the House. is a privileged question. 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. ThenIl insist that 


Mr, DAVIDSON. Before that question is the amendment proposed is a privileged amend- 


ch I desi ff, as ment, namely, that the resolution be enlarged so 
awh a wa ; rhic ‘sire to offer. tis ? te. pias 
I coves re en - ae oie it my duty to || 83.0 admit ladies on the floor. 
r > Tre y ( : > . , “rT: 
a privileged one, ant . , , Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


For this day. 


offer it. Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Forthisday. Th: 

ae TARP a i NE Mite! Mr. J [ ANE. Forthisday. That 
ti a KILLINGER. Let it be read for informa is a question of higherprivilege thananything that 
t ° = 


+ || refers to the male sex. [Laught r.] 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of this House be, and he J he CLERK. No amendment can be enter- 
is hereby, directed to exclude all persons not entitled to priv tained until the House re the resolution 
ilege under the rules of the House, from the floor of this 1tseil, ; Phe question is, that this is a privilege d 
Hall, excepting only such employés as are actually engaged || resolution; and the gentleman from Louisiana 
in the Hall. asks that the question, whether it is so or not, be 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I object. submitted to the House for its determination. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I would suggest to the gentle- Mr. OLIN. I submit to the House, how can 
man from Louisiana that he should except ladies. || this bea privileged question under the rules of the 
I understand that there are upon the floor now |; House while we have no rules? We have norules 
ladies of some of the members, and I presume no |) by which anybody can be excluded from the floor. 
gentleman will object to their presence. || No such rule has been adopted. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. No, sir. I desire to say Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. We have the par- 
to the House that I considered it my duty to offer || liamentary law, at least; and that protects this 
this resolution, for the reason that there are no || body from being invaded. 
rules by which outsiders can be excluded; and Mr. OLIN. The parliamentary law has no 
when the doorkeepers endeavor to prevent them || more application to this House than to any other 
from coming in, these outsiders claim that there |) body. + 
are no rules by which they can be excluded, and | Mr. MONTGOMERY. \I desire to say to the 
come in in spite of the doorkeepers. The incon- || gentleman from Louisiana, that | think this rule 
venience arising from this state of things has be- || has been already adopted. There was a resolu- 
come so great, that I considered it the duty of || tion passed by the House, some days ago, which 
some member to offer a resolution upon the sub- || authorized the Clerk to keep order in the galle- 
ject. I therefore insist upon my resolution. || ries, as though there was a Speaker in the chair; 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object to the resolution. || and the Doorkeeper was toentorce the rules of the 

Mr. CLEMENS. I move to amend the reso- || House so far as order on the floor is concerned. 
lution by excepting the wives and ladies of mem- || That resolution covers the whole ground, and I 
bers of the House? || think it is unnecessary to repeat what we have 

The CLERK. The resolution is not before the || already done. I ask that the resolution to which 
House for amendment; it has gnly been read for || | refer may be read for the information of the 
information. || House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the Clerk read The CLERK. The Clerk desires to say to the 
the resolution again ? gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the resolution 

The resolution was again read. || referred to is not at hand just now: but, accord- 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I trust that, for this || ing to the Clerk’s recollection, the gentleman from 
day at least, it will be the pleasure of members to || Pennsylvania has stated substantially the terms 
adopt such a resolution as that, with a single || of the resolution. The Clerk begs leave to state 
amendment—with the exception of ladies for this || to the House, that, on an examination of that res- 
day. olution, he has not felt authorized, nor did he 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I rise toa || deem it his duty, to give the Doorkeeper of the 
question of order. The reception of the resolu- || House any instructions on the subject; and the 
tion was objected to, and therefore all this debate || Doorkeeper has not seen fit to undertake to en- 
is out of order. force the 17th rule, under the power conferred by 

Mr. STANTON. Is the resolution objected || that resolution. 
to? Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I will, after to- 

The CLERK. It is. day, withdraw all objection to such a resolution, 

Mr. STANTON. I regret it, for I do not see || in case we do not succeed in electing a Speaker; 
how we can get along with the Hall crowded as |} but we have been in session for cight weeks, and 
it is. If one is allowed admission here, all others |} it is now too late, while there are ladies seated in 
may claim the same privilege and come in. || the Hall, to enforce the rule expelling them. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If a gentleman || The CLERK. The question is, whether the 
forces himself into this Hall contrary to the wishes || House will entertain the resolution asa privileged 
of the Doorkeeper, he is liable to expulsion and || resolution? 
ought to be instantly expelled; and therefore the || Mr. POTTER. 
objection of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. || ment offered? 
Davipson] is not well founded, and we ought not, The CLERK. There has been one suggested, 
at this particular point of time, to enforce any || but not regularly offered. The question is, whe- 
such rule, inasmuch &s there are ladies and others || ther the resolution will be received as a privileged 
here wpon invitation. || question ? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Icontend that this isa priv- | Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. That is not the 
ileged question. Ifthe House were organized,and | proper question. The question is, whether or 
a Speaker in the chair, the Doorkeeper would have || not the resolution is in order? J insist that while 
the power to exclude’all persons not entitled to the || there are other questions pending before the 
privilege of the floor; but until the Speaker be || House—and among them a motion for a call of 
elected we have no rules. Gentlemen come here || the House—this resolution is not in order. | 
and insist on entering; and when the Doorkeeper || desire that the question to be submitted to the 
refuses to admit them, they say there are no rules, || House shall be, not whether the resolution of the 
and they shove by. In that way we have all sorts || gentleman from Louisianaisa privileged question, 
of persons on the floor at all times; and I think || but whether it is in order? ' 
the time has come when this state of things must | 
be put a stop to. 

he CLERK. The Clerk will submit the ques- 
tion to the House as to whether this is a privileged 
resolution or not. ; 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Lask the previous question 
on the resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire the attention of the 
gentleman from Louisiana for a moment, to sug- 
gest to him that we have adopted, by resolution, 
the 17th rule of the House of Representatives of 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Has not there been .n amend- 


| gentleman from Ohio, the Clerk will state the 


question in the manner suggested v him: “Is 
the resolution of the gentleman from 
order ?’’ 

Mr. KILGORE. I hope the resolution may 
| get before the House, and be so amended as to 
| exclude from the floor every one except'the mem- 
| bers and employés of the House. I wish to ex- 
clude Senators, heads of Departments, and even 
' the President himself, if he deigns to come here 
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The CLERK. Then, if more agreeable to the | 


ouisiana in | 
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to bring into requisition his influence on reereant 
members. I do not wish any man, outside of the 


|; members and employés of the House, to have a 


place on the floor. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I rise toa 
point of order. Theresolution of the gentleman 
from Louisiana was objected to by the gentleman 
from Ohio. That objection being made, the res- 
olution could not be received or entertained, ex- 
cept by unanimous consent; and, therefore, all 
debate is out of order. There are already three 
or four questions of order pending; among them 
the question raised by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Hickman,] with regard to the cor- 
recuion of the Journal. I move that there bea 
call of the House. 

The CLERK. The Clerk begs leave to state to 
the gentleman from North Carolina, that the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana has taken the position that 
his resolution is a privileged resolution; and he 
asks that that question be submitted to the House 
—the Clerk not fecling authorized to make a de 
cision on it, in accordance with the practice here- 
tofore. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carelina. If the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana has a right to insist on the 


| question being put as to whether his resolution 


is a privileged resolution, thereby avoiding objec- 
tions and points of order, gentlemen who intro- 
duced other propositions may do likewise, and 
thus get them before the House contrary to the 
rules. This resolution cannot be received pend- 
ing the objection. 

Mr. THEAKER. I want it understood that, 
if this resolution proposes to expel ladies from the 
floor, my vote shall be recorded against it. If 
ladies are to be exce pted from the ope ration of 
the rule, f will give it my vote; but I will never 
consent, by my vote, toexpel ladies from the floor 
of the House of Representatives 

Mr. BURNETT. I think that the whole ob- 
ject of the gentleman from Louisiana has been 
effected. It is the duty of the Doorkeeper, under 
the resolution already adopted by the House, to 
exclude from the floor all except those who are 
privileged to be on it. It is his duty to execute 
the order of the Hlouse. There is no necessity 
for the passage at this time of a resolution requir- 
ing him to perform that duty, if he will only carry 
out the former order of the House. -1 admire 
the gallantry of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
‘Tmeaker] very much; but if we are to admit 
one portion of the fair sex, we ought to throw 
open the doors to all of them who can find room 
here. If we did so, the result would be that it 
would be impossible for us to do any business. 
Look around the Hall here. It is already crowded 
with persons who have no right on the floor, It 
is the duty of the Doorkeeper to exclude them, 
and to see that the privileges of the floor are not 
invaded. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 would like to ask 
the gentleman a question there, in reference to the 
proposition to modify the resolution so as to admit 
ladics. Did he ever know business to be inter- 
fered with, as far as ladiesare concerned? {Laugh- 
a 

Mr.BURNETT. I have no objection to have 
| the resolution modified in that sense. It would 
certainly be gratifying to n@e to see all the ladies, 
who are now crowded around the doors, seated 
in the Hall. I certainly have no objection, and j 
will vote for a proposition that they be allowed 
seats in the Hall; but, so far as gentlemen are 
concerned, I do hold that it is the duty of the 

Doorkes per to execute the order. 
| Now, one word more. While I do not yield 
| to my venerable friend from Virginia [Mr. Syaurw 
(langhter] in gallantry toward the ladies, yet 
must be permitted to say this: that if we admit 
a portion of them, we would be dealing unfair! 
with the rest; and as it is impossible to admit all, 
is it not better to exclude all, than to make one 
half of them mad by excluding them, and admit- 
ting the other half? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should be very 
willing to compare with the gentleman to test the 
applicability of the term ‘‘ venerable”’ to the gen- 
tleman and to myself. The only thing gray about 
me, thank God, is my coat. |Laughter.] 

Mr. NIBLACK. As I had the honor of pro- 


posing the resolutions to which reference has been 
| 
| 


made, I will briefly state, that in drawing up those 
| resolutions I had as much reference to this par- 
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ticular branch of order astoany other. Itis true, 
the language wasgeneral, but I thought sufficiently 
comprehensive to embrace this as well as every 
other matter of order. I think that the admission 
of persons who are not entitled to the privileges 
of the floor, is as much a breach of decorum as 
any other disorder would be. I believe if the 
Clerk would refer to the language of those reso- 
lutions he certainly would ascertain that it includes 





the attainment of the object now sought, and | 


would arrive at the conviction that it was his duty 
to see that persons improperly admitted into the 
Hall be excluded, under that resolution. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask, if the 
resolution proposed by the gentleman from Louis- 
iana has been objected to? 

The CLERK. It has. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 


Then it cannot be ad- 


mitted. I move that there be acall of the House. 
_ The CLERK. That motion is already pend- 
ing. 


Mr. KILLINGER. 
jection. 


Mr.GARNETT. [rise toa question of order. 


I will withdraw my ob- 


Under the existing orders of the House, the Door- || 


keeper has power to exelude from the floor of the 
House all persons notentitled to admission under 
the 17th rule of the last House. It is clear that 





he has that power, or he has no power at all. | 


Every person in these galleries, and every one in 
the city, may enter here at pleasure unless he has 
that power. 
that, under the existing rule or orderofthe House, 
it is the duty of the Doorkeeper to exclude all 
persons not entitled to admission under the 17th 
rule; and Lask a decision of the Clerk on that 
point of order. 

The CLERK. The House will perceive that 
the resolutions adopted on motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, IMr, Nisxack,] to which the 
gentleman from Virginia refers as conferring suf- 
ficient authority upon the Doorkeeper to clear the 
Hall of such persons as are not entitled to its 
privileges, do not refer to the DoorKeeper at all, 
and give him no power at all. 

Mr. GA RNETT. The point of order I raise 


is, that the Doorkeeper has this power, or that he 


has no power at all. Otherwise, how can it be | 


l therefore raise the point of order | 


that the Clerk can enforce order as if he were | 


Speaker? [tis impossible. It must be obvious to 
every one that there must be some power to pro- 
tect us in our deliberations. It is impossible to 
deliberate in this state of things. We are nota 





House of Representatives, buta mob; and it would | 


be much more becoming in us to adjourn than to 
submit to this disorder. 

Mr. STANTON. I wish to make this sugges- 
tion to my friend from Virginia as well as to my 
friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Burnetrt,] that there 
seems to be a doubt as to the construction of the 
resolution. I would, therefore, suggest that the 
resolution be put in some shape like this: 

That the Doorkeeper be instructed to execute the former 
order of the House by excluding all persons not entitled to 
the privileges of the Hall. 

Mr. GARNETT. What duty has the Door- 
keeper to perform, unless he can exclude persons 
who are not entitled to admission to this Hall? 
What do we pay him for? 

Mr. STANTON. ° But I understand there is a 
difference of opinion as to the construction of the 
order which we have passed. What I propose is, 
that the Doorkeeper be required to execute that 
order of the House by excluding from the Hall 
all persons who are not entitled to admission under 
the 17th rule of the Thirty-Fifth Congress. I pro- 
pose the adoption of that resolution. 

The question was put; and the resolution was 
adapt 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 now insist on the mo- 
tion for a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. . 

Mr. STANTON. I would suggest that the 
order we have just passed be, by unanimous con- 
sent, so amended as not.to include the ladies who 
are already upon the floor. 

The CLERK submitted the question to the 


House whether there was unanimous consent to | 


the proposjtion ; and, amidst much confusion, de- 
clared that he heard none. 


The CLERK. The Clerk begs leave to state 
to gentlemen upon the floor of the House who are 


a 








not members of the House, and who are not en- | 
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{| in part, it must be enforced in whole. 








titled to the rivileges of the floor under the 17th 


of the House it has been made the duty of the 
Doorkeeper to notify them of that fact. They 
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included under that order of the House. The 
rule of the Thirty-Fifth Congress, that by the vote || 


Clerk stated to the House that if there was no 


| objection, it would be considered the consent that 
| they should be permitted to remain upon the floor. 


are respectfully but earnestly requested tocomply || During the confusion that prevailed, the Clerk did 


with the order of the House. 

Mr. McK NIGHT. I ask for the reading of 
the 17th rule of the Thirty-Fifth Congress. No- 
body knows what it is. 

The 17th rule was read, as follows: 


‘*17. No person except members of the Senate, their Sec- 


| retary, heads of Departments, the President’s Private Sec- 
| retary, the Governor for the time being of any State, and 


the Judges of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
shall be admitted within the Hall of the House of Repre- 
sentatives.”’ 


roll. 

Mr. REAGAN. j 
proceedings, until the order of the House has 
been executed. 

Several MemBERs. 

Mr. ASHMORE. 


That is right. 
If that rule is to be enforced 
The doors 


and passages are crowded with ladies who would 


like to procure seats on the floor, or at least « po- | 


I shall object to any further 
|| 





} 


not hear any objection made at the time, but he 
is informed by others around him that several 
gentlemen upon the right of the Chair did object. 
If so, then they are entitled to the benefit of that 


| objection. . 


Mr. GPRow. 


I suppose that it is not intended 


| toinclude in the order of exclusion gentlemen who 


| 


| 
j 


| 


sition where they can see whatis going on. While | 


I yield to no man in this House in gallantry, while 
I have as profound a respect for the opposite sex 
as any man here, yet, if the wives and daughters 
of some of the members and Senators here are to 
occupy seats in this Hall, I shall insist that all 


| shall be entitled to the same privilege. [A voice: 
**Thatis right!’’] The Hall must be either cleared | 
| entirely, or I shall insist that other ladies shall be 


admitted who are standing now at the doors as | 


outsiders. 


The CLERK. 


excluded from the operation of the resolution. 

Mr.GARNETT. Notat all. 
tinctly. 

Mr. ASHMORE. 
stand unanimous consent to have been given to 
any such proposition. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think it was the 
understanding that the ladies should not be ex- 
cluded. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think the understand- || 


ing on this side of the House was that the ladies 
who are now present should not be excluded. 

Mr. GARNETT. 
1 think itmy 
duty to do so, so far as I am concerned in my 
representative capacity. This Hall is for the Rep- 
resentatives of the nation, and for no other persons 
whatever. I beg pardon, sir, of the House, for 
using that word nation. 

The CLERK. In the confusion that exists, 
the Clerk heard no objection made, or it would 
have been entertained. 

Mr. KEITT. Then I insist that it comes too 
late. 

Mr. ASHMORE. The objection came from 
various quarters of the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The resolution, sir, 
could not have been passed if that exception had 
not been understood. 

Mr. ASHMORE. A member from Tennessee 
objected again and again. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
ness before the House? 

The CLERK. A call of the House had been 
ordered. A question of order has been raised, 
however, in reference to the order of the House 
just adopted. 

Mr.GARNETT. The gentleman from Texas 
insisted thatthat order of the House should be ex- 
ecuted before the transaction of any other busi- 
ness. 

Mr. REAGAN. And [ insist upon it now. 

The CLERK. The Clerk was proceeding to 
state what is the condition of the question before 
the House. The gentleman from Mississippi 
moved that there be a call of the House, and the 
motion was agreed to. Objection was made to 

roceeding with that call until the order of the 

louse that the Doorkeeper execute the 17th 
rule of the House of Representatives, passed 
during the Thirty-Fifth Congress, had been car- 
ried into full effect. A question was then raised 
as to who were excluded under that rule. The 
proposition was made upon the left of the Chair, 
that the ladies now present for to-day be not 


What is the busi- 


The Clerk will state that the | 
ladies in the Hall were by unanimous consent | 


I objected dis- | 


I rose in my place and ob- | 
| jected to any exception to the rule. 


I certainly did not under- |) 





} 


— 


1} call. 


| have officiated as Chaplains during thetast or the 


| present Congress, whether the rule would techni- 


|| cally exclude them or not. 


™m. CT ERI | the House wants to exclude them. 
The CLERK was about to proceed to call the || 2 eacate th 
| 


I do not believe that 


_Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Mr. Clerk, I 
rise toa — of order: that all this debate is 
out of order. The presumption is that the officers 
of the House will execute the order of the House. 
And we must pass now to the execution of the 
order that there be a call of the House. I submit 


|| that this discussion isentirely fut of order. I hope 


that the call will be proceeded with. The officers 
of the House, upon the construction given to the 
17th rule, will execute the order of the House. / 

Mr. GROW. Of course that does not exclude 
the Chaplains who have officiated at the last, and 
during the present Congress. [Cries from the Re- 
publican benches of ** Call the roll!’ ‘*Call the 
roll!’’} 

Mr. REAGAN. Whatever may be done in 
reference to ladies now upon the floor, I think, in 
justice, that if any ladies are admitted all ought to 

‘be admitted. There are, however, a number of 
| gentlemen upon the floor who are not entitled to 
be here. I hope the order will be rigidly enforced. 
The CLERK. The Clerk begs leave to state 
to the gentleman that, under that order, the door- 
keepers of the House have been ordered to enforce 
it rigidly. 
Mr. ASHMORE. That fas not been done. 
The CLERK. That is no fault of the Clerk. 
Mr.GARNETT. Itis not mine, that the order 
of the House has not been executed. Lobject to 
the roll being called until the Doorkeeper reports 
that he has executed the order of the House. 
| Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I insist on 
The House has ordered a 
I hold that the objection of the gentleman 
| from Virginia is out of order. Unless the Clerk 
| rules it so, this debate may be interminable. How 
| can we wait to see whether the officers have or 
| have not executed the order of the House? How 
| is the fact to be ascertained that the officers of the 
| House have executed the order of the House? 


/my point of order. 


|| Mr.GARNETT. I am not debating the ques- 
_ tion; the gentleman is debating it. 
| the Republican and Democratic benches of ‘* Call 


[Cries from 


the roll!’’] I insist, sir, that the order of the 
House be executed before we proceed to any other 
business. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that the House has ordered 
| that there be a call of the House, and that he 
| knows of no rule by which he has power to ar- 
| resta call of the House upon the demnd of a 
| member, or in any way except by a motion to 

adjourn or by a privileged question. (Cries of 
- Call the roll!’’ **Call the roll!’ from the Re- 
publican benches. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. [object toa call of the 
roll until the order of the House has been exe- 





| cuted. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I move to suspend further 
proceedings under the call of the House until the 
Fiall iscleared. Let the Clerk turn hiseyes around 
| the Hall for one moment, and see whether or not 
| the order of the House has been executed; whether 
| the 17th rule has been carried out? The officers 
| of the House have gone around this Hall again 

and again to enforce the rule, and to clear out those 
| not entitled to be upon the floor, and they have 
| been put at @cfiance in the face of every member 
| present. Is this order? Is this the action of a 
| deliberative body? Is this the action of a digni- 
| fied, a res ectable body of men? [insist that the 


| Clerk shall have an eye to what is going on around 





| him, and look whether the order of the House has 


| been enforced. It was adopted but a few mo- 
| ments ago. It is his duty to have it enforced. We 
| are here a mob, and nothing but a mob. If you 
| intend to enforce the order in part only, say 50. 
"If the officers of the House are to enforce it in 
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part, say so. If that be so, then I say throw open 
the doors, and let the wives and daughters of other 
gentlemen come here, if the wives and daughters 
of a feware permitted seats upon the floor against 
the order of the House. [Applause in the galle- 
ries. ] , 

Mr. BURNETT. [I rise toa question of order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk begs leave to state 
to the gentleman from South Carolina that the | 
House has conferred no power upon him to clear 
the floor. The matter is solely with the Door- 
keeper, and one over which the Clerk of the House 
has no control. [Cries from the Republican 
benches of ‘ Call the roll!’’ ** Call the roll !’’} 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope that the roll will be 
called. 

Mr. GARNETT. I insist on my objection, 
until the order of the House is executed. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope that the ladies now 
here will not be excluded from the floor. If you 
exclude them now, you deprive them of any op- 
portunity of witnessing the proceedings. 

Mr. ASHMORE. It istheir misfortune, and 
not our fault. 

Mr. GARNETT. I believe that we have a 
duty to discharge here beyond gallantry. 1 think 
it is proner to execute the rules of the House 
strictly, impartially, and faithfully. I appeal to 
the honorable gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House, whether it is not the fair and honor- 
able way to proceed to our business according to 
the rules, without extending privileges to a few 
persons? 

Mr. OLIN. I suggest that the rules of this 
House have been repeatedly violated by those 
who occupy the galleries; and yet, these gentle- 
men who are now so persistent in having this rule 
enforced, submitted patiently to those violations. 
I submit that the action of this House is not likely 
to be disturbed by the presence of those ladies 
who may find admittance upon this floor. 

Mr. KILLINGER. L insist that the rule which 
has just been adopted shall be rigidly enforced, 
and applied to the cloak-room and adjoining cham- 
bers, which are now full of ladies. I insist that 
they shall retire; the ladies who were upon the 
floor having been turned out. [Loud cries of 
** Order !”’} ee its 

Mr. ASHMORE. That is right! that is right! 
and we will vote with you to put them out. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I suggest that the Door- 
keeper ought not to be required to perform an 
impossible thing. It must strike, I think, every 
gentleman who now witnesses the scene upon this 
floor, that it would be perfectly useless for him to 
attempt to exclude those who are not entitled to 
seats here. I therefore make this suggestion: that 
we should all withdraw from this Halli for the 
space of five minutes, or less; that the floor of 
this House should be cleared, so that the Door- 
keeper may be able to discriminate between those 
who are members of this House and those not 
entitled to seats upon the floor. That is the only 
way, it strikes me, in which the order of the 
House can now, by any possibility, be complied 
with. I ask that the question be submitted to the 
House. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I suggest an amend- 
ment, that instead of members withdrawing five 
minutes, those who are here without being en- 
titled to the privileges of the floor, shall withdraw. 

Mr. HICKMAN. My proposition is, that all 
now in the Hall withdraw. 

Mr. KEITT. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the question. : 

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Clerk, there is no neces- 
sity for the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that the members of this House 
shall be required to withdraw from this Hall, for 
the purpose of clearing the Hall of those persons 
who have not the privileges of the Hall. Ifevery 
gentleman entitled to a seat, will take a seat, it is 
clear that the officers of the House can easily dis- 
tinguish between those who are and those who 
are not rightfully here. lam. unwilling to turn 
myself out of this Hall merely to enable the door- 

keepers to discharge their duties. They already 
know whoare not privileged under the sn of this 
House; and I, for one, never will eject myself 
from this House under such a proposition as that 
of the gentleman from Penns Seam 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. think the’ floor is 
now pretty well cleared of strangers, and I think 


it is Strange, after a session of eight weeks, if the | 
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| no pair for him to-day. 


| WORTH. | 


and who are not enutled to the privileges of the | 
floor. [Cries of ** Call the roll!” all over the 
House.] 

THE SPEAKERSHIP—AGAIN. | 

The roll was then called, when Messrs. Brown, 
Crark B. Cocurane, and Strattwortn, failed to 
answer to their names. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understand that the 
gentlemen who had in charge a pair for Mr. Crark 
Bb. Cocurane report this morning that they have | 
I desire, under that stats 
of facts, to make an appeal to my colleagues from 
the city of New York, that they shall, among 
themselves, provide us with a pair for Mr. Cocu- 
RANE. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. We will 
pair him with Mr. Stratywortn, of Alabama. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think that, under the 
circumstances of the case, the gentleman from 
North Carolina ought not to insist upon that— 
that it is not exactly fair. I am now appealing 
to my colleagues from New York city; and sub- 
mit it to them to say whether it is fair that we 
should pair Mr. Cocnrane with Mr. Srau.- 
worTtTH. [Several voices from the Democratic 
side, ‘* Why not?’’]_ I will tell gentlemen why 
not. I have appealed to my colleagues from the 
city of New York, that they should give Mr. 
CocuRaneE apair irom their own number. Now, 
Mr. Srartuworru has not been here during the 


session. Mr. Cocnrane reported himself here 
at the commencement of the session, but at an 
early day returned home, and has been confined 
by sickness from that to the present time. The 


last report 1 heard from him was, that he was 
getting better. Now, for the reason why we 
should not pair Mr. Cocuraner with Mr. Staut- | 
wortn. While 1 have been upon the floor of 
this House, I believe, upon this side of the House, | 
a pair has always been granted to gentlemen upon | 
the other side, when any of their number has 
been prevented by sickne ss from being here. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. The gentleman is 
mistaken. I tried to pair Mr. Curry, but found 
it impossible to do so, and we had to bring him 


; here from a sick bed. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I stated that, while I had 
been upon this floor, there had not been a case 
where there had been an appeal to pair with any 
gentleman upon that side that the appeal had not 
been responded to; and I repeat it. What may 
have happened while | was absent, I do not know. 
I have granted that favor myself when gentlemeh 
on the other side have been sick, though they 
might be able to be brought to this House, if 
necessary. Some of my colleagues from New 
York city know that, when one of their number | 
{[Mr. Joun Cocurane] was sick, and unable to 
be brought here, and when my colleagues them- 
selves were solicitous and uncertain as to what 
might be the issue of the disease, a pair was granted 
to him, although he could by no means have been | 


brought here to answer to his name, and when, || 


at the ume, they did not know if he could possi- 
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| doorkeepers do not yet know who are members || Mr. COVODE. I desire to say, with regard 
| to the case of the gentleman from Alabama, { Mr. 
| Curry,] that I was the person applied to to pro- 
| cure a pair for him. 


I went to work to contract 
a pair, and as soon as I found one, m the person 
of Mr. Kireore, I went over and notified the 
gentleman from Alabama of the fact, Gentlemen 
will recollect that I told them I had a pair for Mr. 
Curry. Meanwhile, Mr. Curry had been sent 
for and brought to the House. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. [ think Mr. Certis 
will recollect that he positively refused a pair on 
that side of the House. I applied to Messrs. 
Goocuand Dawes,of Massachusetts,and various 
other gentlemen. The answer was that the pair 
could not be had on that side of the Chamber. 

Mr. CURTIS. In reply to the gentleman from 
Alabama 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wished merely to appeal 
to the gentlemen of the New York city delegation. 
I will yield, however, to the gentleman from lowa. 

The gentleman from Alabama 





Mr. CURTIS. 
states, substantially, the facts in regard to Mr, 
Curry. But I did,as I recollect myself, refer the 
matter to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Covope,] to try to get a pairfor Mr. Curry. My 
friend from Pennsylvania was patiently seeking 
for a parr when Mr. Curry was brought in. Of 


COUrihs 


irse, considerable time had elapsed. 
\tv. DAVIS,of Mississippi. I desire to make 
but mark ®a this subject. [Noise and con- 


fusion in the galleries. : 

Mr. CURTIS. There is se much noise and 
confusion in the galleries that the proceedings are 
inaudible. 

The CLERK endeavored to enforce order im 
the galleries. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It will be recol- 
iected that, at the commencement of the session, 
when a proposition was made to pair off Mr. 
STALLWoRTH, it was then distinctly agreed, on 
both sides of the House, that, if a gentleman was 
absent from the city, and unable to be here, whether 
from sickness or any other cause, or if he should 
die, it would not be expected that a pair should 
be obtained, and that it would not be asked for. 
Now, all the pairing that has been had, has been 
in the case ot gentlemen who were in this eity; 
and who could, by possibility, be brought, 

We have not asked, after that agreement, that 
Mr. Stattwortn should be paired off with any- 
body. Mr. Crank B. Cocurane is now in the 
| same position with Mr. Srattwortn. He is ab- 
sent from the city—is in the State of New York; 
| and his condition is such that he cannot be brought 
/ here. He is in no better condition, positively, 
than if he were dead; and, if report be true, he is, 
to all legal intents and purposes, a dead man to- 
day. We might just as well be asked to pair off 
| with a man who had died since the commencement 
of the session, as to pair off with Mr. Cocnrang. 
It would be a direct violation of the understand- 
ing—as I recollect it, and as the discussion at the 
time will show—had at the commencement of the 
session. Mr. Cocnrane is,as I have said, out of 


bly recover from the'discase then upon him. My || the city, and cannot be brought here; and, if he 


friends from New York city know that, 
Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. 
word of explanation to the gentleman and to the 
House in regard to my colleague, [Mr. Staut- 
It is true that he has not taken his seat 
here this session; but I had a letter from him 
within the last ten days, in which he gives me the 
assurance of his physician that he will be able to 
be here within a week from this time. His health 
vas fast improving. The same information is 
given in the public prints. 
I wish to state further that when an attempt 
, was made by me some days ago to procure a pair 
for my colleague, [Mr. Curry,] who was con- 
fined to his room, I could not succeed. I went to 
Mr. Curtis, Mr. Goocn, and a number of gen- 
tlemen on that side, and they positively and per- 
emptorily refused; and Mr. Curry was brought 
from his sick chamber to this Hall to answer to 


| his name. It was only after he had come here, to | 


| the endangerment of his health and life, that the 
proposition was acceded to. I bore a note to Mr. 


| Curtis from Mr. Curry himself. I think, there- | 


fore, that it comes with a bad grace from that side 
| of the House now to ask us to pair off with the 
| gentleman from New York, whois unable to come 
here. If they wish, we will consent to have him 
' paired off with Mr. StaLtworrtn. 





I desire to say a | 


were brought here, he would be incapable of per- 
forming a legal act. 
Mr. OLIN. Oh! no; that is an entire mistake. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. That is the re- 
port. Idonottake your word for it. I state what 
| 18 the report in the newspapers. 
| Mr. VAN WYCK. That has been contra- 
| dicted in the newspapers over and over again. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. At all events, 
Mr. Cocurane’s is a case that comes within the 
|, understanding entered into by both sides of the 
House. It is not a case where a pair should be 
| made. The request is improper, and the grant- 
ing of it on this side of the House would be equally 
im sroper. . 
| Mr. VAN WYCK. I did not propose to open 
a discussion here as to an agreement made by the 
| House. I did not understand there was any such 
‘| agreement as the gentleman states. ButI am not 
here to diseuss the propriety of it at all. Iam 
not here to discuss what has taken place here as 
between members from other States in regard to the 
courtesy of extending pairs to their own brethren. 
|| I arose and stated, in the outset, that 7 purpose 
|| was to make an appeal to my colleagues from the 
\| city of New York. It was a case for their gener- 
|| osity; a case where I thought they should extend 
that liberality towards me, as a personal favor, 


| 
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that I had done toward them before. That was 
all I desired to do in addressing them upon this 
subject. I did not put myself in the position of 
being accountable for anything that might be said 
by gentlemen from other States, with all due re- 
spect to whatever may have been said by other 
gentlemen upon the subject. 

Mr. MALLORY. I wish, with the permission 
of the gentleman from New York, to inquire of 
him whether Mr. Cocurane isin town, or whether 
he has any hope of getting him here to-day or to- 
morrow ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In answer to the centle- 
man’s inquiry, I will say that Mr. Cocurane is 
notin town. I have hopes that he will be here 
soon. I learned from a letter received from him 
on Friday, that his health was improving. Mr. 
Cocurane has been here this session. He went 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


| 


} 


home and was there taken sick, and by that sick- | 


ness he has been detained from his seat. And that, 


1 presume, is precisely a parallel case with that | 


of the gentleman who was taken sick at his hotel, | 


and prevented by that sickness from attending the 
daily sessions of this House. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from New York where Mr. Cocurane 
now 1s? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. When Mr. Cocurane 


was last heard from, he was in the city of Utica. 


He was taken sick at Albany, an went from there | 
to another part of the State, to Utica, for the pur- | 
pose of consulting a physician. He was not taken 
there to the asylum, as has been reported, but he 


went there to consult a physician connected with 


the asylum, whose skill is as great as that of any 


physician to be found in the State of New York. | 


{ desire still further to state that I ask a pair 
from my colleague from the city of New York as 
a matter of personal favor to myself. If any gen- 
tlemen upon this side of the House have unkindly 
refused to pair with any gentlemen from other 
States, that is a matter which I may regret; but 
which it is not my duty to explain. 


I state that, when one gentleman from the city | 


of New York was detained at his hotel, (just the 
same as Mr. C. B. Cocurane is now detained at 
Albany or Utica,) and was prevented from attend- 
ing the sessions of this body; when he could not 
have been brought here with safety; when it would 
have been death to him to have brought him from 
his room to this House, under such a state of 
facts, my colleagues know that I sat here day 
after day in my place, paired, or ready to pair, 
with Mr. Joun Cocurane until his health per- 
mitted him to be here in his seat. My friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. Wins.Low] says it is true. 
I will state further, what gentlemen upon the 
other side know, that when I was paired with 
my colleague, Mr. Barr, who was tn the city of 


New York, my pair expired with him on Satur- | 


day morning; on that morning I received a letter 
from Mr. Barn stating that in consequence of the 


sickness of his wife he could not be here, and desir- | 
ing me to extend the pair another day; and al- | 


though he could not have been in his seat on that 
day, and I was under no obligation to pair off 
with him, except the obligation of courtesy and 


good feeling, yet I responded to the call and paired | 


off with him for anotherday. I simply make this 
statement and this appeal to my colleagues from 
the city of New York. I ask it as a personal 
favor that they will extend the same courtesy to 
Mr. Cocnrane as was extended to them. 

Mr. JENKINS. Before the gentleman takes 
his seat, I should like toask hima single question. 
I understand him to say that because some gen- 


tleman on that side of the House had the courtesy || 


t 
{ 


r. Joun Cocurane,]} by a parity of reasoning 


the gentlemen on this side of the House should | 


now furnish a pair for the gentleman from New 


York, (Mr. Crank B. Cocnrane.] Why, sir, | 
does not the same parity of reasoning require that || 


oe on that side should furnish a pair for | 
Mr. Srattwortn? Why, sir, the claim the gen- | 


tleman makes is the most remarkable—I say it 
without meaning to be disrespectful—and_ the 
most presumptuous thing I ever heard of. The 
same reasoning that would require us to furnish 


‘ 


a pair for Mr. C 


them to pair for Mr. Stattworrn. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Whenever gentlemen shall 
call upon us to extend a pair to Mr. Stattwortn, || 
under thesame circumstances which are now pre- 


oane off with the gentleman from New York, | 


OCHRANE, would also require | 





| the city of New York, and with them I leave the 


subjects me on this occasion, could the course 


GLOB 
sented in reference to Mr. Cocurane, I shall be | 
ready to respond to that call. 

Mr. JENKINS. The same reason precisely 
will apply in either case. With each of these | 
gentlemen it is a case of actus Dei. They are both | 
laboring under a disability which prevents them 
from being here, and the fact that one was pres- | 
ent for afew days at the commencement of the | 
session does not alter the analogy at all. The 
fact that Mr. Cocurane was here for two or three | 
days while Mr. StatLwortu was not, makes no 
sort of difference at all in the case. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will not undertake to | 
argue the question with the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia longer. I have said all that I desired to say. 
I simply desired to appeal to my colleagues from 


matter, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. An appeal has | 
been made by my colleague to his colleagues | 
from the city of New York, that at this juncture || 
these colleagues from the city of New York should | 
come forward and relieve their country colleagues || 
from the State of New York from he difficulty 
in which they are placed. 

I presume it is understood and intended by my | 
colleague who has made this appeal, that it shall 
be most directly personal to myself, under the cir- 
cumstances which he has portrayed. 

I am not unwilling to embrace the occasion. 
While I thank the gentleman for all the attention | 
and courtesy which he has shown either to me | 
or to my political friends upon this floor during | 
that visitation of sickness from which I hope I | 
am now convalescent, [ must recall him to the | 
consideration of the facts and circumstances ap- | 
plicable to that case; and to those applicable to 


| the case which he presents on this occasion to 


my consideration. 

The gentleman was under the impression that 
it was physically impossible that I should be pro- 
duced in this House i: answer to the call of my 
name. That may have »cen his impression; and 
he is entitled to, and I cordially ascribe to him, 
full credit for having acted as he did under its 
pressure. But if | know the sore trial to which I 
was subjected, and understand the intent and pur- 
pose by which I was actuated, had a ballot been 
precipitated during my sickness, at the peril even 
of my life, | would have been produced upon this 
floor, and my physician was by me instructed to 
this effect. 

This brings me to the consideration of the ob- | 
ligation wnder which I rest to my absent colleague. | 
{ cannot repress here the expression of my deep | 
sympathy with him in his sorrowful affliction. [| 
would, sir, that it were in my power to mitigate | 
his sufferings, or to palliate the pangs he is fated | 
to endure. It would, indeed, aggravate the sever- 
ity of the trial to which my duty, in my opinion, 


which I am censtrained to pursue be construed 
into aught of indifference to his grievous affliction; 
but considerations, paramount to those of a per- 
sonal character, control, and must decide my re- 
sponse to the application of my colleague. These 
considerations naturally produce the further argu- 
ment, that whatever the obligation recognized by 
the relations of acommen humanity binding upon 
me in my intercourse with my absent colleague, 
yet the gentleman who speaks to me has no par- 
liamentary right, because of such individual obli- 
gation, to require that I should close my lips upon 
the next roll-call and pair myself with my col- 
learue from New York, who is now, I understand, 
voluntarily incarcerated at Utica for sanitary pur- 
poses. 

Sir, the parliamentary ethics applicable to this 
question were appropriately and fairly stated, as 
I conceive, by my friend from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Grow,] at an early stage of this session. 
He then proclaimed, and I think with great jus- | 
tice, that where physical disability rendered im- 
possible the presence of any gentleman upon this | 
floor, it could not be asked that he should be paired | 
with a gentleman upon the opposite benches. But | 
in respect, further, to these prevalent ethics, I | 
resist the idea that any gentleman can, upon In- | 
dividual considerations, press upon his friends of 
the opposite side of the House—either upon his 
eolleagues or any other individuals—the obliga- | 
tion of pairing himself with any disordered gen- | 
tleman arrayed against him. It is a question re- | 
ferring emphatically to the two parties upon this 
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floor; the question is subjected to their aggregate 
seen and no individual is called upon, either 
»y considerations of humanity, or by the obliga- 
tions of courtesy existing between himself and 
any other gentleman, to pronounce of his own in- 
dividual accord upon a question common to the 
party of which he is a member, and in which it, 
equally with himself, is interested. 

Now, sir, this attempt to pair my colleague— 


| my unfortunate colleague, with whom I sympa- 


thize so deeply—has been generally resisted by 
the gentlemen on this side of the House with 
whom I act. Unless, therefore, I can find some 
peculiar and paramount personal obligations re- 
quiring and impelling my consent to pair myself 
individually with him, I must defer to the supe- 
rior obligations with which I am bound by my 
party, and, through its concerted action, by every 
patriotic duty which I owe that country to whose 
interests that party is devoted. I hope, sir, that 
lam not willfully blind, but I fail to perceive any 
such peculiar obligations. 

1 think, sir, that these remarks comprehend all 
that it now occurs to me should be stated in this 
connection; and for such reasons, therefore, I 
must, however, reluctantly yet respectfully de- 
cline to accede to the request made to me to re- 
press my vote because of the sanitary absence of 
my colleague at Utica. 

Mr. DELANO. Mr. Clerk, I should not tres- 
pass upon the patience or the attention of the 
House, had it not been oy pleasure, upon the 
demand of a friend of the honorable gentleman 
from New York, who has just taken his seat, for 
a pair upon the first day when a pair was made for 
him, to accede to that request; and did it not seem 
to me that there is a slight misapprehension in his 
own mind as to the circumstances under which 
that pair was made, I should not now presume 
to trespass upon the attention of the House. But, 
sir, having participated in that pair at that time, 
I cannot permit it to go out as understood that 
there was no absolute urgency or impossibility of 
the gentleman being present. His colleague [Mr. 

3arr] will remember that when that request was 
made for a pair, he distinctly announced upon the 
floor that it was utterly impossible for his colleague 
to be here. 

Mr. BARR. Without danger to his health. 

Mr. DELANO. I remember further, that at 
the time that positive statement was made, my 


| friends here announced that that was a sufficient 


reason why we should not furnish apair. I must 
say that that did not commend itself to my own 
judgment and reason; and, notwithstanding some 
remonstrance by friends around me, I felt it to be 
my duty to accede to the request; and I did so at 
the time, and upon the full understanding that the 
gentleman from New York was physically dis- 


|| abled from being present. I therefore announced 


that I would accede to the pair for that day. I 
was well myself, and in attendance. I also fol- 
lowed it the next day, and the third day; and it 


| was perfectly well understood, from the gentle- 


man’s friends, that he was not able to be in at- 
tendance. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. 1 wish to ask the 
gentleman this question: Did he believe that there 
was any reasonable probability of an election on 
the day he paired with the gentleman from New 
York? 

Mr. DELANO. I hadas much belief that there 
would be an election, as I had upon any day of 
the session. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. Did you believe, 
from the state of the votes upon the day you 
paired, that there was as much probability then 
as there is now that an election of Speaker would 
take place ? 

Mr. DELANO. Then it comes to this, sir: 
that we are not to meet a response to our appeals 
going to the courtesy and humanity of the other 
side, unless it is a clear case to them that there 
will be no risk or danger. That seems to be the 
gentleman’s position. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. Notatall,sir. But 
the case is entirely different now from what it was 
when the gentleman paired with the member from 
New York. 

Mr. DELANO. I acceded to the request at 
that time in good faith, believing then that a de- 
cisive vote might be precipitated upon the House 
at any hour; and, sir, I maintained that position 
of pairing with the gentleman from New York 
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during those three days, under no different im- || 
pression. ; H 

One word as to the honorable gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Curry.] 1 remember distinctly 
the occasion when Mr. Curry was brought in, 
and no one regretted to see his friends compelled 
to bring him here more than I did. I had not the 
honor of a personal acquaintance with the gentle- 
man at that time. If I had had such an acquaint- | 
ance with him, I would not have allowed one | 
moment to have elapsed without seeking him or | 
his friends and volunteering a pair. I did, how- | 
ever, understand at the time that others, who were 
acquainted with him, and who were more familiar 
with the usages of the House than I myself, had 
been seeking some one to pair with him, to ob- 
viate the necessity for bringing him here; and I | 
supposed that that would be done. It seems that 
it was done, as has been suggested by the honor- | 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania, |[Mr.Covope, | 
but that it was done too late. I remember it the 
more distinctly, because the very next morning, 
when I felt that I could have attended the session 
of the House, yet, knowing the condition of Mr. 
Curry, and feeling willing to volunteer a pair || 
with him, I sought Mr. Joun Cocnrane, and 
requested that he would procuré me a pair with 
Mr. Curry for the ensuing day. I suppose that 
that pair was actually made; that I was paired 
with the honorable gentleman from Alabama upon 
the following day. That, I believe, Mr. Clerk, 
presents a correct history of these two questions 
in reference to pairs, so far as the facts are neces- 
sary to be brought forward. 

Mr. COVODE. 1 thought that I had sufii- 
ciently explained this matter. It was I who 
was appealed to, to procure a pair for Mr. Curry. | 
It took some time to do it, 
to pair him with some one who wished to be ab- 
sent from the House. I could not find any such | 
person. I then went to Judge Kiteore, as hale | 
aman as there is in this House, and asked him to 
agree to pair with Mr. Curry; and I was aston- 
ished to find Mr. Curry brought here. I will 
say further, that there is not a single instance || 
when I have been applied to for a pair for a sick | 
man, that | have not gone immediately to work 
to secure it, as my friend from North Carolina 
{Mr. Wins.tow] will do me the jastice to admit; 
and that, as soon as I procured one, | announced | 
it to the parties concerned. | 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. Mr. Clerk, in order 
that there may be no misunderstanding about this 
pair with my colleague, Mr. Curry, | will repeat | 
some of the facts I have already stated. I bore to 
gentlemen upon the other side a note from my 
colleague, in which he stated that he would come | 
to the House, but thatit would endanger his health. 

{ authorized Colonel Curtis to carry that note to 
his friends, and to induce any one of them to pair 
with Mr. Curry. I made a personal application 
to Messrs. Goocu, Dawes, Sranron, and at least 
a others of the members on that side. 
The House was delayed for some time bya call of 
the roll, until we could ascertain whether a pair 
could be obtained. The information was, that the 
matter had been canvassed and discussed upon the | 


| objection was made upon that sic 


I first made an effort || 


whenever he has done so, and until Friday last, 
there was as positive an assurance before the bal- 
loting commenced, as there was at the close of it, 
that there would be no result. But now, the re- 
sult of their appeal is this: that they wish us to | 


| assure them the election of a Speaker, by the vol- 


untary withdrawal of a gentleman in good health, 
because of the absence of a gentleman five hun 
dred miles off, who is sick and confined in New 
York. Thereis no ground of comparison between 
the two cases; and gentlemen on the other side 
have no right to appeal to us when they refuse to 


| respond to the appeal we make to them to pair off 
|} with Mr. Srattworrn. 


Mr. CLEMENS. I have been placed in cir- 
cumstances in which | had to denen very greatly 
upon the courtesy of the Republican side of the 
House. I have it to say here publicly—and I 
desire it to go upon ,the record—that I never ap- 


| pealed to them as gentlemen, or as a body, even 


when unanimous consent was required, when an 

to of the House; 
though very often, when I have done so, objec- 
tion has come from this side of the House. I re- 


|| marked two years ago, when a Republican gen- 
|| tleman gave me twenty minutes of his time under 


the hour rule, thatif [remained here long enough 
I would return the favor. At that time objections 
were made upon my own side of the House to 
my proceeding, even in order. Now, sir, consid- 
ering these facts, 1 believe it is incumbent upon 
me to show the same spiritof magnanimity to the 
other side that has been uniformly extended to 
me; and I have this proposition to make: While 
1 am competent to remain here all night, if it is 
necessary, and although I am averse to being off 
the record at this particular season, yet I am en- 
tirely willing, and now propose, to pair with the 
gentleman from New York, if the Republican side 
of the House will furnish a pair for the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Stattworru.] That will 
make the result precisely the same as if my vote 
were given. hibtegl at this particular season, 
I do not desire that my vote shall be lost; yet, 


under the exigencies of the times, and for the pur- | 
pose of taking out of this contest all elements of || 


discord and complaint, and for the still higher 
purpose of showing that I am never insensible to 
personal favors extended to me, I| trust that the 
proposition will be accepted by the other side in 
the spirit of comity in which it is made. 

Mr. GOOCH. Iam one of the gentlemen re- 


| ferred to by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
| Moore,] in what he has said in reference to the 


pair for Mr. Curry. Ido not think he and I sub- 
stantially disagree in our recollection of that mat- 


ter. He will remember that a few days before the 


|| day—and I do not know but it was the day before 


| the day he referred to—he made an application to 


me to pair Mr. Curry, or to pair with him myself. 


| I told him I would do so, or find some gentleman 
upon this side of the House who would make the 


air. 
owe, who was then in the House, but who | 


other side, and that the determination had been || 


arrived at not to make any more pairs; and that | 
none could be obtained for Mr. Curry, although 
the assurance was given that he would runa risk 
by coming here. 
But how unlike are these cases? Here isa gen- 
tleman five hundred miles away from this place, 
and an appeal is made to pair him with a gentle- | 
man who is here in his place. I ask gentlemen 
upon that side of the House what objection can 
there be to a pair with my colleague, Mr. Straut- 
wort? If they appeal to the courtesy of this 
side of the House, gowns to their courtesy, and | 
ask them if the two cases are not similar? 
have every reasonable assurance that Mr. Statt- | 
WORTH will be here as soon as the absent mem- 
ber from that side will be. I have a positive as- 
surance from him, by letter, that he will be here 
in a week’s time. I ask gentlemen on the other 
side if _ have any assurance that Mr. Cocn- 
RANE will be here in that time? Why, then, if | 
they appeal to the courtesy of members here, do 
they not respond by extending the same courtesy | 


tous? 
I say to the gentleman from New York, who 
has addressed an urgent appeal to his colleagues, | 


that the cases are very much unlike. He must | 


I found a gentleman upon this side of the 


said he might have occasion to leave the House 


during the day provided he was paired; and that | 
he would take the pair with Mr. Curry. On the | 


day to which the gentleman from Alabama has 


referred, he came to me and said he was seeking | 
| a pair for Mr. Curry. 


I told him that a gentle- 


| man upon this side of the House was so ill that I 
| was perfectly satisfied he could not remain here 


We || 


with safety to himself; and that I thought Mr. 
Curry might pair with him. I told him still 
further, that if he would delay a while [ would en- 
deavor to bring about the pair. 
league of the gentleman whom I did not consider 
able to remain here, I made application to him to 
pair with Mr. Curry, but he, at that moment, de- 


| clined to do so. Subsequently, I saw Mr. Moore 


| 


} ; ‘ 
1 for his colleague, {[Mr. Curry. 


| 


several times during the pendency of that pair. 
Although the gentleman Jeclined at the time to 
make the pair, his colleagues said they thought it 
would become necessary for him todo so. Finaliy 
I went to Mr. Moore and told him that the gen- 
tleman still declined the pair; but that it was his 
colleagues’ opinion that he would agree to it be- 
fore a vote would be taken. 
he could not delay longer; and that he would send 


| desire to refresh 
I call his attention 


Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. 
the gentleman’s recollection. 





| I told him I had made an arrangement. 
| told me it was too late; that he had sent for Mr. 


| roll!??] 


| was occasionally enforced. 


Through a col- | 


- a 
———— 


Mr. Moone told me | 
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to the fact—which he must remember—that a pair 
had been positively refused before I sext a mes- 
senger for Mr.Curry. After the messenger had 
been sent, the gentleman came and gave me the 


| information of which he speaks; but it was too 


late to countermand the ordé@r. I ask the gentle- 
man if I did not frform him that, although Mr. 


| Curry’s health would be endangered, still he 
| would come, if necessary; and did not appeal to 


him, as a friend of Mr. Curry, to pair with him, 
and if he did not tell me that no pair could be made 


| on that side of the House ? 


Mr. GOOCH. I agree with the gentleman sub- 
stantially, but not in the particulars in reference 
to myself. The gentleman made no appeal to me 
in person to pair with Mr. Curry; but he did, in 
my presence, make an appeal to a colleague of 
mine; and it was after listening to that appeal that 
I exerted myself to bring abouta pair. I went to 
the gentleman, as stated, and told him-—because 
{ did not intend that he should rely upon the pair 
without knowing all the facts—that the gentleman 
who was ill still refused to pair, and that I could 
not ask him to wait longer. A few moments after, 


He then 


Curry, and that he would soon be here. 
Mr. BRANCH. [rise to a point of order. I 


| desire to know whether there is any debatable 


question before the House. [Cries of ‘* Call the 
I move that the House proceed to vote 
viva voce for Speaker; and on that I call the pre- 
vious question. 

The CLERK. The Clerk begs leave to say 
| that that is the question before the House, as sub- 
mitted on Friday last. 


Mr. STANTON. 


I wish to make an appeal 


it ; 
|| to the House on a question connected with the 


| voting for Speaker. Early in the session it was 

understood that speeches and explanations pend- 
| ing the roll-call were not in order, and that rule 
It seems, however, 
recently to have been systematically departed 
from; and | apprehend that any attempt now to 
enforce it without an expression of the will of 
| the House in advance of the roll-cail would prob- 
ably not accomplish the result. 

[ entertain no doubt, from the feeling expressed 
in the House this morning, that it is the desire on 
all sides that the result—-.. uatever it is to be; and 
perhaps it is not far off—is to be approached in 
as orderly and quiet a manner as practicable. 
| Every one understands that as the result is ap- 
proximating the excitement has become intensi- 
fied. The disposition to interpolate speeches and 
axplanations in votes will continue and increase 
the excitement; and every one will see that itisa 
source of very great disorder, and sometimes of 
very great excitement. 

Now, what I desire is, to appeal to all sides of 
the House before we proceed to a vote for Speaker, 
that we shall renew the obligation, or the rule, that 
there shall be no debate or explanation or discus- 
sion of any description pending the roll-call. Every 
gentleman understands, I apprehend, before the 
roll-call commences, how he intends to vote. If 
he desires to make any explanation of his vote, he 
can do so in advance of the commencement of the 
roll-call. If, in the progress of the roll-call, he 
finds himself occupying a chemo which he de- 
sires to explain, in giving his vote, or changing 
his vote, it will be very little hardship for him to 
postpone explaining his vote till after the result is 
announced. 

Now, I desire to submit to the House that, by 
unanimous consent, we shall pass a rule that no 
debate, discussion, or explanation shail be in order 
pending the roll-call; ond that it shall be the duty 
of the Clerk to enforce that order of his own mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iapprehend that the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Ohio is entirely out 
of order. I understood the gentleman from North 
Carolina to have moved that we now proceed to 
ballot for Speaker viva voce, and to have called 
the previous question on that motion; and I know 
of no right that the gentleman from Ohio has to 
propose now, in the face of that, the adoption of 
any rule of action by this House. 

{r. STANTON. Certainly not. Itis an ap- 
peal to the magnanimity of the House. I ask the 
unanimous consent. 

Several Democratic Mempers objected. 

Mr. WINSLOW, (amid loud cries of “‘ Call 
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the roll!”?) Ido not apprehend that gentlemen 


on this side of the House have any disposition to || 


engage in discussion. 


Mr. BURNETT. 


I do not regard it as neces- 


sary to adopt that rule, because I believe that all || 
these explanations are out of order, and ought not | 


to be permitte ss. thought so_all the time. 
Mr. STANTON. It seems to me that if this 


is understood, and gentlemen on all sides will take | 


care of their own friends and enforce the rule on 
them, we will get along with very little trouble 
or difficulty. I will be responsible for my side 
of the Heuse. [Loud and continued cries of 
“© Call the roll !’’] 

The CLERK stated the question was on order- 
ing the main question on the motion to proceedtoa 
ballot. 

‘The main question was ordered; and the motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr.SHERMAN,. Mr. Clerk—[Loud cries of 
“Down!” ** Down!’ ** Order!’ **Order!’? * Let 
us have the question!” &c.]_ Eight weeks ago, I 
was honored by the votes of a large plurality of 
my fellow-members for the high office of Speaker 
of this House. Since thattime they have adhered 


to their choice with a fidelity that has won my | 
devotion and respect; and, as I believe, the appro- 
They have stood | 
undismayed amidst threats of disunion and dis- | 
organization; conscious of the rectitude of their | 


bation of their constituents. 


purposes; warm in their attachment to the Con- 
stitution and the Union, and obedient tothe rules 
of order and the laws.g They have been silent, 
firm, manly. j 
their ancient adversary, and their only natural 
adversary, reviving anew the fires of sectional 
discord, and broken into fragments. 
seen some of them shielding themselves behind 
a written combination to prevent the majority of 
the House from prescribing rules for its organi- 
zation. They have heard others openly pronounce 
threats of disunion; proclaim that if a Republican 
be duly elected President of the United States, 
they would tear down this fair fabric of our nghts 
and liberties, and break up the Union of these 
States. And now they have seen their ancient 


adversary, broken, dispersed, and disorganized, | 


unite in supporting a gentleman who was elected 
to Congress as an American, in open, avowed 
opposition to the Democratic organization. 

Mr. Clerk, I should regret excecdingly, and 
believe it would be a national calamity, to have 
any one who is a supporter, directly or indirectly, 
of this Administration, or who owes it any alle- 


giance, favor, or affection, occupying a position 1] 


of Serre or prominence in this House. L 
would regard it as a public calamity to have th® 


power of this House placed directly or indirectly | 
Administration. It | 


under the control of this 
would be, it seems to me, a fatal policy to trust 
the power of this House to the control of gentle- 
men who have proclaimed that under any circum- 
stances, or in any event, they would dissolve the 
Union of these States. For this reason we would 
be wanting in our duty to our God and our coun- 
try, if we did not avert such a result of this con- 
test. I regard it as the highest duty of patriotism 
to submerge personal feelings, to sacrifice all per- 
sonal preferences, and all private interests to the 
good of our common country. I said here a few 
days ago, and [ always aed in the position, that 
when I became convinced that any of my polit- 
ical friends or associates could receive further 
support outside of the Republican organization, 
i would retire from the field, and yield to him the 
honor of the position that the partiality of friends 
has assigned me. I believe that time has now 
arrived. 1 believe that a greater concentration can 
now be made on another gentleman who, from 
the beginning, has acted with me. 

Therefore, Mr. Clerk, | respectfully withdraw 
my name as acandidate. And, in doing so, al- 
low me to return my heartfelt thanks for the gen- 
erousand hearty supportof all my political friends, 
and especially to those gentlemen with whom I 
have not the tie of a purty name, but the higher 
one of a common purpose and sympathy. And 
if I can ask of them one more favor, it would be 
that in an unbroken column, with an unfaltering 
front, and unwavering line, each of them will cast 
his vote in favor of any one of our number who can 
command the highest vote, or who can be elected 
Speaker of this House, [Suppressed applause.] 


On the other hand, they have seen | 


They have | 


| explanation of the vote that I am about to give: 


| Opposition man, I desire to send this paper to the 
cl 


| tions as are not erased. 
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FORTIETH BALLOT FOR SPEAKER, 1} : : 
| point, and I did not hear a dissenting voice. 


The tellers having resumed their places, the 
House proceeded to the fortieth ballot for Speaker, 
with the following result: Whole number of votes, 


234; necessary to a choice, 118; of which— 
Mr. Pennington received. ...... ccc cccscccces evi siti, | 
Mr. William N.H. Smith ...........0. pe Vonde --lI3 | 
ET SS ee ee eee - 2 | 
it. Ph oath nesats iihane Ghee Bbsse ens abnn ss ee 1 | 
Mr. Bocock......... Seis bbbeaer sadtuates euibdyeca 1 | 
ee ee pies Ge Gnkwsa vandals abt bees 1 | 
Mr. COrwitd...osccesccocccvecess soceeeees ceeences mA 
So there was no choice. | 

| 
} 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, 
Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Bur- 
roughs, Butterfieid, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, 
Conkling, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 


| Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, 


Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gur- | 
ley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Hum- 
phrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Beancis W. Kellogg, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWittC. Leach, 
Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, 
McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robin- 
son, Royee, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, 


Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William |} 


Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, ‘lompkins, 
Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Wal- | 
dron, Walton, Cadvwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel] Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, 
and Woodruff. | 

For Mr. William N. H. Smith—Messrs. Green Adams. 
Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ashmore, 
Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Barrett, Bocock, Bonham, Bote- 
ler, Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, 


| Bureb, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clemens, | 


Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, H. Winter | 
Davis, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, 
English, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, G@artrell, Gil 
mer, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. | 


Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Houston, How- || 


! 
ard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, La- | 
mar, Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, 
Love, Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, MeClernand, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Mill- 
son, Montgomery, Laban 'T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, | 
Isnac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Pey- | 
ton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, James C. Rob- 
inson, Ruffin. Rust, Scott, Sickles, Simms,:Singleton, Wil- | 
liam Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, | 
Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Web 
ster, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright. | 

For Mr. John G. Davis—Messrs. Allen and Riggs. | 
For Mr. } 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 


Allen—Mr. John G. Davis. 
Bocock—Mr. Holman. | 
Briges—Mr. William N. H. Smith. 
Corwin—Mr. Pennington. 


During the taking of the vote, 


Mr. HINDMAN, when his name was called, |! 


said: I see by the report in the Globe of Friday’s | 
proceedings that I am represented as saying: 

“IT vote for Mr. Smita with the express understanding 
that he has never belonged to or affiliated with the Know 
Nothing party, directly or indirectly; and that he has al- 


5 


ways condemned and repudiated its doctrines.” 


I should have said that I was informed that Mr. | 
Smiru did not sympathize with the proscriptive 
doctrines of that party. 


Mr. LARRABEE, when his name was called, || 


said: It is due to myself that I should make some 


On Friday, when my name was called, I voted 
for Mr. Smitn, of North Carolina. Some days 
since, in a colloquy with the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Hitt,] I announced to this House 
that when the alternative should be presented to 
me of choosing between a Republican and South 
American, I should vote for a South American. 
In order that I may more fully explain why I do 
so, and why I now intend to vote for a southern 


erk’s desk, and ask that he shall read such por- 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Mitwavkes, January 26, 1869. 

Dear Str: Your statement, “‘ that you would vote fora 
southern Know Nothing in preference to a Republican” 
was received here with full approbation. I think you are 
fully acqainted with my standing as a Democrat, and my 
feelings toward the Know Nothings, with their proscriptive 
principles. But, if 1 could determine a spectacle like that 
now displayed at Washington, by voting for a man who be- 














lieves in Jackson’s sentiment, “The Union, it shall and 
must be preserved,” though he might be a full-blooded 
Know Nothing, I, as a foreigner, would certainly vote for 
him in preference to a member of the Republican party, 
which party is a sectional one, and cherishes, to a great 
extent, the same proscriptive principle, “* Americans shall 
rule America.”? You may rest assured, thatthere is, among | 
five hundred Democrats, not ene who thinks not as I do. 








January 30, 








Thad conversations with a good many Democrats, about the 


L I spoke with 
both the editors of the Jeading German papers here, and 


| they were of the opinion, that the best way to decide the 


Speaker question, would be to join the southern Amer- 


| jeans, and even to vote for one of them, in order to smoke 


out these fanatical Black Republicans. Especially Mr. Ott, 
the Editor of the “ Leebote,’? who is aways down on the 
Know Nothings, was much pleased with your statement. 
In my opinion, you would not risk your reputation as a 
Democrat, if you should vote for a southern Opposition man, 
no matter if he is a Know Nothing or not, if you could, by 
sO voting, settle the Speaker question, so that Congress 
could commence its regular business. I feel quite certain 
that your course would be greeted here with much enthu- 
siasm, because all are tired of the present state of things, 


| and all are of opinion that, by allowing this “ statu quo” to 
exist any longer, the Union would come in the greatest 


danger to be dissolved. 


Mr. OLIN. Who is the great author of that 
work? [|Laughter.] 

Several Memspers. Name him. 

Mr. LARRABEE. I will say to gentlemen 
who are anxious to know the name, that it isa 
private letter, but that it is written by one of the 
most distinguished German citizens of the State 
of Wisconsin. I vote for Mr. Smirn, of North 
Carolina. 

Mr. POTTER, when his name was called, said: 
When the name of my colleague was called, he 
sent up to the Clerk’s desk a letter purporting to 
have been written by one of my constituents. I 
would respectfully ask my colleague the name of 
the writer of that letter. 

Mr. LARRABEE. The letter is a private let- 
ter addressed to me. I assure my honorable col- 
league that it was written by a distinguished Ger- 
man in the State of Wisconsin. If he will call at 
my room at any time hereafter, I will show him 
the letter with pleasure. 

Mr. POTTER. As my colleague sent up the 
letter and had it read, and made it public, it is 
certainly due to me, as well as to himself, that the 
name should be given. My colleague declines to 

ive it. I vote for Wittiam Pennincron. 

Mr. LARRABEE. I cannot give the name to 
my colleague at present. I will write to the per- 
son who wrote the letter; and if he is satisfied, I 
will give the name. 

The result of the vote having been announced, 

Mr. SHERMAN moved that the House again 


|| proceed to vote viva voce for Speaker; and on that 
| motion he called the previous question. 


The previous on was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, and put; and the motion 
was agreed to. 


FORTY-FIRST BALLOT. FOR SPEAKER. 
The House thereupon proceeded to the forty- 


| first ballot for Speaker, with the following result: 


Whole number of votes, 232; necessary to achoice, 
117; of which— 
Mr. Pennington received......... ae 
Dir. Peat DE. Ban vovc vices cr cdeesens iveeounan 
re Sauk ee enine <eeee 
Dats ANn cs ccnccsees Sisws ss bab Che B460 64 kWee ene ee eo, ok 
Bae. BOCSCK.i sc csaccées Legis chewabhutiessses ectee’ ™ 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, 
Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Bur- 
roughs, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, 
Conkling, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 
Iunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gur- 
ley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Hum 
phrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, 
McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robin- 
son, Reyce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, 
Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, 
Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, 
Wood, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. William N. H. Smith—Messrs. Green Adams, 
Thomas L. Aaderson, William C. Anderson, Ashmore, 
Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Barrett, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, 
Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Burch, 
Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clemens, Clop- 
ton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, Bur- 
ton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, 
Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Har- 
ris, Hatton, Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Houston, Howard, 
Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, Lamar, 
Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, 
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Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, | Whole number of votes cast, 233; necessary to a 


Maynard, McClernand, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Millson, || 
Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac | 
N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, | 
Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, James C. Robinson, i} 
Kiutfin, Rust, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William |) 
Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Tay- || 
lor, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, 
Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright. | 

For Mr. John G. Davis—Messrs. Allen and Riggs. | 

For Mr. Allen—Mr. John G. Davis. 

For Mr. Bocock—Mr. Holman. 


| 

Mr. WINSLOW, (at three o’clock, p.m.) I 
niove that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I desire to know whether | 
it is the determination of any particular number 
of gentlemen upon this side of the House to re- 
sort to parliamentary proceedings to prevent an- 
other vote being taken to-day ? 

The CLERK. The Clerk is not able to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. CLEMENS. 
side of the House. ° 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. If they are | 
in favor, as they profess to be, of a speedy organ- || 
ization of the House and a pacification of the || 
country, they will not resort to parliamentary tac- 
tics for preventing a vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not going to make | 
any parliamentary maneuvers to put off a vote. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not presume that any | 
one would upon this side of the House. [Cries | 
of ** Call the roll !’’ ** Call the roll!’’] 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 108, nays 123; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Thomas L. Anderson, | 
William C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale,Barr, Barrett, Bo- 
cock, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, 
Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, John G. Davis, 
Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Hamilton, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, 
Hill, Hindman, Holman, Houston, Howard, Hughes, Jack- 
son, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, Lamar, Landrum, Lar- 
rabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Mallory, 
Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, MeQueen, Me- 
Rae, Miles, Millson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Syd- || 
enham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, | 
Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, 
James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Scott, Sickles, Simms, 
Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, Steven- | 
son, James A. Stewart, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Under- | 
wood, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Wins- 
low, Woodson, and Wright—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charies F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Alten, Alley, Ashley, Ashmore, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, || 
Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burn- | 
ham, Burroughs, Buttertield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, || 





I put the question to this 


Case, Clemens, Colfax, Conkitng, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, || 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, || 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Hel- |} 
mick, Hickman, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, | 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, |} 
Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, | 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, McKean, McKnight, | 
McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy | 
Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Pennington, Perry, 

Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Chris- | 
topher Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, | 
Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, | 
William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, | 
Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van 
Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washbura, Wells, | 
Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—123. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
Pending the above call, 


Mr. CLEMENS said: Mr. Clerk, I think that | 


one vote more ought to be taken to-day; and, in 


the expectation that after that vote the other side |) 


will extend the same courtesy to us that was ex- || 


tended,to.them on my call, last Friday evening, 
will vof® in the negative. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do 
now proceed to vote viva voce for Speaker the 
forty-second time; and on that motion I call for 
the previous question. 

_Mr. STANTON. I second the call for the pre- | 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 


main question ordered; and being put, the motion |, 


was agreed to. 
Mr. Avram took Mr. Riees’s place as one of 
the tellers. 
FORTY-SECOND BALLOT FOR SPEAKER. 


The House then proceeded to the forty-second 
ballot for Speaker, with the following result: 


choice, 117; of which— 


Mr. Pennington received.....c.cssece scccscccses 115 
OO re ee eer e113 
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So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, 
Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 


Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Bur 
roughs, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, 


| Conkling, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 


Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gur 
ley, Hale, Hali, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Hum 


| phrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Wil 


liam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, De Witt C. 
Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Mc 
Kean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, Mor- 
rill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Peuit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, Christopher 
Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sher 
man, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Wil- 
liam Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, ‘Theaker, ‘Comp 
kins, Train, ‘T'rimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, 
Wood, and Woodruff. 


| For Mr. William N. H. Smith—Messrs. Green Adams, | 
| Thomas lL. Anderson, William ©. 


Anderson, Ashmore, 
Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Barrett, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, 
Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Burch, 
Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clemens, Clop- 
ton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, Bur 
ton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, 
Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, Eng 


| lish, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T’. Harris, | 


Hatton, Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Houston, Howard, 
Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, Lamar, 
Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, 


| Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, May 
| nard, MecClernand, McQueen, 


McRae, Miles, Millson, 
Montgomery, Laban ‘I’. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. 


| Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, | 
Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, || 


Rust, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William Smith, 
Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Taylor, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, 
Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright. 

For Mr. Mc Clernand—Messrs. Holman and Riggs. 

For Mr. Briges—Mr. William N. H. Smith. 

For Mr. John G. Davis—Mr. Allen. 

For Mr. Allen—Mr. John G. Davis. 


During the vote, 

Mr. RIGGS, when his name was called, said: 
Mr. Clerk, I am assured that my vote, if cast for 
my colleague from New Jersey, will secure an 


|| election of Speaker; and although I do not concur 


with him in political sentiment, and do not mean 
to identify myself in any way with the Republi- 


can party, yet deeming it important that an elec- 
| tion should now be effected, I cast my vote for 
Wituiam Pennineton. [Applause upon the floor 


and in the paliorvee.) 
Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Clerk, with the permission 
of the House, I wish to say a few words. I will 


say in the outset, in order to disabuse the minds 
of gentlemen who may be under the impression 
that there 1s to be a change of my vote, that as 
Sut I desire to 
explain the position in which I now find myself || 
The House will bear me witness that I | 
iave, during this eight weeks’ struggle in which 
we have been engaged, avowed upon this floor, 
and I did so frequently before entering upon the 
discharge of my duties here, that I could join my | 
vote with the votes of those termed the Opposi- 

tion, in support of any man for Speaker of this | 
House who entertained conservative principles, 

and whose antecedents could not be regarded as 


that vote is cast so it will stand. 


ee 


ultra or partisan in their character. 


It is true, I haye said that I could vote for Mr. 
Corwiw or for Mr. Pennincton for Speaker. 
I have stood consistently in that position up to 
} On Thurs- 
| day last, | made an advance to the gentleman 
| from New Jersey, [Mr. Apratin,} to the effect that 

ifheand his colleague {[Mr. Riees} would go with 

me, I would cast my vote for Mr. Penninerton. 

Then the issue was between Mr. Suerman, on 
|| the one hand, and other candidates upon the other. | 
[Cries from the Republican benches of ‘* What 
candidates?’’ and of ** Order !’’ “Order !’’ from the 
There have been so many || 
} The issue was so || 
| made upon Mr. Suerman that I could never cast 
To give an earn- 
est of my profession, | stated that | could vote 
| for Mr. Conwin or for Mr. Pexwixcton. I stated |! as that which has presented itself to-day, in whic 


Friday morning last at ten o’clock. 


Democratic benches. ] 
that I ean scarcely name them. 


my vote for him for Speaker. 








toa Mr. Aprarw that if he would join me, as I 
remarked a few moments ago, | would cast my 
vote for Mr. Penntweton. That was on last 
Thursday. Mr. Aprar did not agree with me 
in the proposed policy at that time, and he dis- 
suaded me from it. I had no intention of voting 
for Mr. Penniveron, unless it could be shown to 
the country that if the three votes which Mr. 
SuermMan lacked were cast for Mr. Penntneton, 
he could be elected Speaker. 

On Friday last, action was taken by an Amer- 
ican caucus, of which, it is unnecessary to state, 
Iwasa member. That party has, within a few 
days, been severely handled by my friends on the 
Democratic side. I have no resentment for the 
assaults made upon my party in the reasons which 
gentemen gave for voung for Mr. Suirn. They 
had their motive for doing so, I have no doubt. 
{Laughter.] It was necessary, I presume, that 
tender-footed Democrats should have some blar- 
ney for home consumption. [Renewed laughter.} 
Yes, gentlemen, you had to have some * rich Irish 
brogue and sweet German accent.’’ Perhaps that 
| was absolutely necessary. [Great laughter from 

the Republican benches.] 1 say, perhaps that 
was absolutely necessary for their salvation in a@ 
political sense. [Renewed laughter.} In that cau- 
cus on Friday last, Mr. Clerk, I committed my- 
self to their action in support of Mr. Sauirn, of 
North Carolina, for Speaker of this House. The 
result of Friday’s voting must have astonished 
everybody. It took me by surprise. [Great 
laughter.] Not because I did not desire Mr. 
Smitu’s election; but I had no idea that he could 
have received the number of votes that he did, I 
| had the pleasure, as a teller, to notice the number 
of votes he received, and that, at one time, he was 
| elected. He would have been Speaker to-day, 
_and presiding over our deliberations, had it not 
been for vacillation, I will not say treachery and 
| duplicity, of which I could not be guilty. [Laugh- 
ter and clapping of hands from the Democratic 
benches, aod cries of *“Thatis right!’’} | I mean 
|| it in no personal sense. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. If the gen- 
tleman means it in a personal sense, 1 am ready 
to make the issue. [Cries of ** Order !”’ ** Order!"” 
from the Democratic benches. ] 

Mr. BRIGGS. I make the remark for argu- 
ment’s sake, and [ will not withdraw it. The 
conduct of the gentlemen who withdrew from Mr. 
Smirnu was, | think, most inexcusable. [Clap- 
ping of hands upon the Democratic benches, and 

| cries of ** Order!’’ from the Republicans.] Iam 
oe to apply the expression in almost any sense 
| in which it may be taken. Had those gentlemen 
| acted in good faith 
| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I rise to 
ask the gentleman a question. [Cries of ** Or- 
| der!’’ **Order!’’ from the Democratic benches. 
Lask the gentleman—[ Renewed cries of ** Order!”’ 

The CLERK. The Clerk begs leave to state 

| to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that objec- 
tion being made, he cannot proceed while the gen- 
tleman from New York is upon the floor. 

Mr. RUST. I object, and I insist upon my 

| objection. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I say, Mr. Clerk, if those gen- 
tlemen who, by their votes, gave us reason to 
expect their suapport—and the fact was understood 
after our caucus, that we should receive aid and 
| comfort from that solid phalanx which for eight 

weeks remained unbroken in favor of Mr. Suen- 
| MAN—if those gentlemen had acted in good faith, 
and adhered to their votes for Mr. Smrrnu, he to- 
day, I repeat it, would have been the Speaker of 
this House. Now, gentlemen, I wish to say to 
you that, for consistency’s sake, for the sake of 
a clear conscience, for the sake of redeeming a 
ledge of honor to support one’s own candidate, 

feel compelled to vote for Mr. Smitu while there 
is a reasonable and rational hope of his election 
to the position of Speaker of this House. [{Ap- 
plause from the Democratic benches and in the 
galleries.| But whenever the time arrives, in my 
judgment, that there is nota reasonable hope of 
electing Mr. Smiru, I shall regard myself eman- 
cipated from any pledges of honor arising from 
the action of our caucus on Friday morning last; 
and when I am so emancipated, and am free to 
| occupy the position which I oceupied up to Friday 
|| last; and whenever I shall see such a contings aoe 
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my vote, cast : for Mr. PENNINGTON, wield’ put 
an end to this contest and elect a Speake r—and 
the time may not be remote when these restrictions 
may be removed, and 1 may honorably resume 
the position which I occupy d previous to Frid Ly 
«aff may then cast my vot for Mr. Pexnineron, 
{a Lp} ylause from ‘the Republican side,) if there be 
ae candidat before the House mor acceptable 
to me. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. 
to engage in a personal controversy with the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Brigcs.] I have 
not the pleasure of that gentleman’s acquaintance ; 
and he certainly, sir, has no right to impugn my 
motives in changing my vote, as I did with my 
collearues on Friday, without knowing the ground 
of that change. IT changed my vote for a high 
and honorable reason. It was done 


I do not wish 


upon the 
rround of fidelity to the interests of my constitu- 
ents; which interests I never will desert, despite all 
the clamor and misrepresentation directed against 
me, After having cast the vote, I did, for Mr. 
Saitu, of North ¢ wand atter having heard, 
from the other side of the House, statements that 
seemed to put Mr. Smiru in an equivocal posi- 
tion in reference to the American party, of which 
he was once a party candidate, | thought it abso- 
lutely necessary for me to make myself sure be- 
yond a doubt of that gentleman’s po ition upon 
the sx indus trial protection, | aceord- 
inely called upon that gentleman at his scat im the 
House, and asked him: **Sir, how will you con- 

itute "th Committee of Ways and Means?”’ 
{ Laught rupon the De mocratic side of th« House. } 

\ portion of that side of the House is indulgent 
only to themselves, having lost the manly feeling 
of forbearance to their peers upon this floor. 
These jeers do not disturb my equanimity. I 
asked that gentleman, = Saurn,} * Will you 
organize the Committee of Ways and Means in 
such a manner as to sen ct the interests of Penn- 
sylvanmia?’’ TP did not mean the interests of Penn- 
sylvania exclusively, but as blended with all the 
other great industrial interests of the country. 
That gentleman could give me no firm and posi- 
tive and satisfactory declaration upon the subject. 
[Cries of ** Good !”’ and * Right !”’ upon the Dem- 
ocrath er 7 


parolina 


ibject oft 





lt may bn right in the estimation of ¢entlemen 
who are favorable to free trade, | know; but itis 
not right in my estimation, or in the estimation 
of the Pennsylvania delegation, charged, as they 
are, with the ruardianship of practical questions 
of vital moment to capital and labor. After having 
received from Mr. Smirn the assurance that he 
could give no positive information upon the sub- 
ct, | sakl to my colleague, Mr. 
irst instance, and afterwards to others, that it was 
time to sound the bugle of retreat, because we 
were misled. [Cries of ** That is it!”’ * That is 
it!’? upon the Republican side.] And, asa Rep- 
resentative of Pennsylvania—|([cries of ** Order 193 
‘Order!’ on the Democratic side. } 
resentative of Pennsylvania, I shall stand by the 
interests of the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent, and rv oe 
with any man or any party that will not uphold 
them. ‘We have been deceivi od too often to per- 
mit us to coéperate with any political combina- 
tion, from which we have not distinct and un- 
equivocs al pledges on this subje ct. Ifsuch a motive 
of action is infamous in the opinion of the mem- 
ber from New York, then he and I have different 
views of the obligation of a Representative to his 
constituents. His epithet of infamous has no 


| 
‘ 
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to identify myself 


Woop, in the | 


Asa Re p- ] 


foundation for its application, and it recoils upon | 


himself. He is welcome to all the glory he can 
gain by this baseless assault upon honor: able men. 

Mr. RIGGS ’ 
east my vote for my colleague, Mr. Pennineton, 
believing that he would fill that chair with honor to 
himself and advantage to the country. I know of 
no man, aside from his peculiar politic al princi- 
ples, better fitted to preside in thatchair. I aban- 
doned my own candidate to vote for him, believ- 
ing that patriotic duty demanded an organization 
of this House. 

My position is well understood upon this floor. 
Iam a popular-sovereignty man. I was elected 
upon that distinct princip le; and supposing my 
vote would ¢leet my colleague, 1 waived the fret 
that he ts in favor of the Wilmot proviso and of 
slavery restriction. I could not vote for the wen- 
tleman-ypon the other side of the House, who is 


| in obec 
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TT 
in favor of seanstiibonst intervention for the ex- 
tension of slavery. 

I cast my vote for Mr. Pennineron, believing 
that it*would clect him; and therefore to put my- 
self right upon the record, I withdraw my vote 
for him and cast it for Mr. McCrernanp, of Illi- 
nou > j 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I want to say just 
a word. ’ 

Mr. COBB. Oh! no, Governor. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. If the gentleman 
from New Jersey, who has just taken his seat, 
will give me his attention for one moment, I should 
like to inquire of him, whether the statement 
which I ena him to make when upon the 
floor, namely: that the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, (Mr. Smiru,] for whom I have cast my vote, 
is in favor of thé extension of slavery by means 
of congressional legislation, was or was not au- 
thoritative? If it was, 1 shall withdraw my vote. 
[Cries of ** No, he is not!’’ from the Democratic 
side.] But, otherwise, my vote shall stand. 

Mr. RIGGS. I have no knowledge whatever 
of that gentleman’s opinion. It js a mere sus- 
picion of mine. I say this in response to the 
rentieman from New York. 

The result of the ballot was 
above recorded. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
House do now adjourn. 
Mr. CONKLING. 
nays upon that motion. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish to say to 
gentlemen upon the other side that we have now 
had three ballots to-day—the ordinary number of 
ballots for a day; and | inform gentlemen upon 
that side that we will not consent that another 
ballot shall be taken this day. We will take the 
responsibility of preventing it. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
gentleman from New York iMr. ConkiinG] to 
withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. {On 
the appeal of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Ciemens,] the courtesy of an adjournme nt was 
extended to our side 7 Friday. 

Mr. STANTON. I think it proper that the 
House should adjourn. 

Mr.GROW. ‘The House adjourned under the 
same circumstances last Friday. | 
Mr. CONKLING. If withdraw the call for the 

yeas and nays. 


then announced as 
I move that the 


I demand the yeas and 


The question was taken; and the motion was | 


arreed to. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 31, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurxery. 
The Jou: nalofy resterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


| 

} 

And thereupon (at four o’clock and twenty || 
| minutes, p. m.) the House adjourned. 
om | 


ate a mer of the Commissioner of Patents, made | 


the year 1859; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table; and a motion by Mr. 


| Firzparrick to print the report, was referred to 
| the Committee on Printing. 


I wish to say a few words. I |) 


He also laid before the Senate a re port of the 
Commissioner of Patents, communicating the re- 
sults of met orologic al observations made under 
the direction of that office 
Institution; which was ordered to lie on the table; 
and a motion by Mr. 
report, 
ing. 

ISLAND OF SAN JUAN. 


Mr. LANE. I move to take from the table 


the correspondence of General Scott and General | 
Harney, tue yesterday, in order that it may | 


be printec 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. I now move that the correspond- 
ence be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion will 
go to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. HAUN presented the petition of A. W. 


| Von Schmidt and others, now, or lately, deputy 


surveyors in California, praying to be allowed 
the percentage deducted in the settlement of their 


and the Smithsonian | 


Firzpatrick to print the | 
was refe zred to the Committee on Print- | 





—— 





if . 
| accounts; which was referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented the memorial of 
Nancy Stout, widow of Joseph Stout, a soldier 
in the war of the Revolution, praying to be al- 
lowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, presented a pe- 
tition of citizens of New York, praying C ongress 
to pass a law to prevent all further traffic in and 
monopoly of the public lands, and that they may 
be laid out in lots and farms of limited size for 


| the freeand exclusive use of actual settlers; which 


was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BROWN, I have been requested to pre- 
sent the petition of R. R. Collier, of Virginia, 
praying that the legislation of Congress may be 
so direc ected that no Te ‘rritory be allowe d to ex- 
clude slavery, even in the act of coming into the 
Union asa State. I cannot say that I precisely 
agree with Mr. Collier, extreme as I am suppose d 
to be in my views; still, as I understand he is a 
rentleman of high character, and certainly writes 
a very good paper, I present his memorial, and, 
at his request, ask to have it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. RICE presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Minnesota in favor of the enactme nt of 
a homestead bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a communication 
from the master workmen of the navy-yard 
Brooklyn, New York, in relation to their pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. ree ASTIAN presented the petition of 
Samuel J. Hensley, praying compensation for 
supplies furnished to Indians. on the Government 
reserve in California, under contract with the 
Indian commissioners: which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a Ictter of J. M. Hoge, in 


| relation to hissystem of communication by cypher 


in writing or by telegraph; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SUMMONS 


5, it was 
Ordered, ‘That the memorial of George T. Durham, pray- 
ing compensation for services as clerk inthe Indian bureau, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Jean Antoine 


| Bernard Dauterive, praying to be confirmed in their title to 


certain land in Louisiana, on the files of the Senate, be 


| referred to the Committee om Private Land Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Louis Pellerin, praying the confirmation of 
their title to certain Jands in the State of Louisiana, claimed 
under a French grant, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the city of New Orleans, 


: ; ‘ | praying Congress to relinquish to that city the interest of 
ience to law, showing the operations of || 


| that office during 


the United States in certain lands bequeathed to the cities 
of New Orleans and Philadelphia by the late aoe 
Girard, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committce on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Eli W. Goff, 
praying compensation for property rescued from 
him while inspector of customs for the district of 


| Vermont, reported a bill (S. No. 113) for the relief 


| to whom was referred the memorials of 


of Eli Ww. Goff; which was read and passed to a 
second res ading. 

Mr. IVERSON, from the Committce on Claims, 
lexan- 
der J. Atocha and others, reported a bill (S. No. 
112) to further carry out the provisions of the 
fifteenth section of the treaty between the ee 
States and Mexico, concluded on the 2d da 


| February, 1848; which was read, and passe . 


a seconc reading. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the motion to print the 
message of the President of the United States, 


| communicating information in relation to heating 


and ventilating the Capitol extension, &c., re- 


| ported in favor of printing the usual number; and 


the report was agreed to. 
MILITARY COMMUNICATIONS IN CYPHER. 
Mr.SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 
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. : : . | 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- | 
sent, and agreed to: I] 


! 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs and || 

Mititia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of se- 

curing the exclusive use and benefit of a system of gom- 

munication by cypher, in writing or by telegraph, betWeen 

officers of the Government, and to report upon any schemes 
or plans, submitted for that purpose, by bill ér otherwise. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolutions: 
Resolved, ‘That there be printed, for the use of the Sen- 

ate, in addition to the usual number, fifteemthousand copies 
of the annual message of the President of the United States, || 
with the reports proper ofthe heads of Departments and 
chiefs of Bureaus, communicated therewith, omitting the | 
statistical matter accompanying said reports. i 
Resolved, further, That there be printed in addition two || 
thousand copies of the report of the Commissioner of In- | 
dian Affairs, for the use of his office ; one thousand addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Commissioner of the Gen 
eral Land Office, for the use of his office; five hundred 
copies of the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, for 
the use of his office ; five hundred copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings, for the use of that 
officer ; five hundred copies of the report of the officers in 
charge of the Government Hospital for the Insane, for their 
use ; five hundred copies of the reports of the officers in | 
charge of the Penitentiary for the District of Columbia, 
for their use; five hundred copies of the report of the Pres- 
ident of the Columbian Institution for the instruction of the 
Deaf and Dumb and the Blind; and five bundred copies 
of the report of the engineer in charge of the finished portion 
of the Potomac Water Works, for their use, respectively. 
And in order that the views of the Secretary of the In 
terior upon the various subjects may be the more fully un- 
derstood: it is further } 
Resolved, That so much of his late annual report be | 
printed therewith as relates to the same subject. | 


Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, whether 
last year, in printing the President’s message and | 
the reports of the heads of Departments, we in- 
cluded in the same volume the reports of the 
chiefs of bureaus. 

Mr. FITCH. My understanding is that they 
were included. It was the intention of the com- 
mittee to embrace the reports of the heads of De- 
partments and chiefs of bureaus, without the ac- 
companying maps and statistics, which swell the 
documents generally to some three or four vol- 
umes. 


Mr. COLLAMER. 





It made but a single vol- 


ume last year of moderate size; but | think itdid | 


not contain the reports of the heads of bureaus. 

Mr. FITCH. I have not perused the volume. 

Mr. COLLAMER. My wish is toconfine the 
printing to such a compilation as we had last 
rear. 

Mr. FITCH. 
tion of the committee; and the supposition, at 
least on my part, was, that the reports of the 
heads of bureaus were included; and that is the 
present intention. ‘There was undoubtedly very 
much matter which might be deemed to the gen- 
eral reader extraneous, and therefore it was 
stricken out last year. ‘The maps were omitted, 


and all the statistics were omitted; and such is |! 


the intention now. The message, with all the 
figures, maps, &c., accompanying it, makes some 
four volumes. We propose to condense it, for 
eneral information, into one of respectable size; 
put we have provided for printing the usual num- 
ber of the full work; and I am about to ask for 


some extra copies of the full work for the heads | 
of Departments. Here is the resolution of last ses- | 


sion. I will read it to the Senate: 


** Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate ten thousand copies of the message of the President of 


the United States, with the reports proper of the heads of | 


Departments, and chiefs of bureaus, connected therewith, 
omitting the statistical matter accompanying said reports.”’ 

And that, I believe, is the phraseology of the 
present resolution. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears | 


no objection to the present consideration of the | 


report. Will the Senate vote on the various prop- 
ositions in the report together? The Chair hears 
no objection to that course. 

The resolutions, as reported, were agreed to. 


Mr. FITCH subsequently said: I wish to call | 


the attention of the Senator from Vermont to an 
error into which he has fallen in relation to the 
synopsis of the President’s message and docu- 
ments published by order of the Committee <h 
Printing at the last session. It does contain ie 
reports of all the chiefs of bureaus. The only 
defect I perceive in the volume is the want of a 
sufficient index. The reports of all the Depart- 
ments and of all the bureaus are here, omitting 
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Certainly; that was the inten- | 





en 


only the statistical matter. The Senator will find 
it in the volume before him. It is not omy in- 
dexed, however, and they appear under the head 


| of the reports of the Departments proper, and 
| have to be looked for with some little care. 
| haps the error of the Senator from Vermont was 


Per- 


occasioned by the index. I merely call his atten- 
tion to this because his remarks, and my own as- 


| sent that such might be the case, were, perhaps, 


calculated to do injustice to the Superintendent of 
Public Printing, under whose charge that volume 
was prepared. 


Mr. COLLAMER. 


I merely wanted to know 


|| if the object was to produce a similar book to 


that. 

Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iam satisfied with that. 

Mr. FITCH,, I am further instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the heads | 
of Departments six hundred additional copies of the annual 
message of the President of the United States, with the ac- 
companying statistics and maps, namely: two hundred for 
the use of the Interior Department; two hundred for the | 
usc of the State Department; one hundred for the use of 
the Treasury Department; and one hundred for the use of 
the Navy Department. 


We have named these four Departments be- 
cause they are the only Departments who have | 
responded to the request of the committee to notify 
them how many numbers they would require for 
their several use. The estimate of the cost of the 
work now asked and of the work asked for in the 
previous resolution justadopted, accompanies this 
resolution. 

The resolution was 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr.GRIMES. _Lask the Senate to excuse me 
from further service on the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE. I really think that some rea- 
son ought to be assigned for this request. 
very reluctant to refuse my consent to relieving a 
gentleman who is desirous of being relieved from 


agreed to. 


GLOBE. 


I am |} 


duty on a committee; but there has been a great | 


deal of this durirf® the present session; and the 
result of it will be to throw the entire labor ona 
few gentlemen in the Senate, after a while. I 
hope the Senator has not such a motive as makes 


it necessary for him to leave the committee. If | 
he has, and will disclose it, 1, of course, shall vote || 


to excuse him. 


Mr. GRIMES. 


accorded to other members of the Senate, who 
have been excused from serving on committees 
without assigning a reason; but, if I must make 


incompetent to discharge the duties if dete 
ing to that committee. All the matters brought 
before the committee originate under French 
| and Spanish concessions made to land within the 
original Territories of Louisiana and Florida. A 
man serving on that committee ought to be familiar 
with both the French and Spanish languages, of 
which I know nothing. I know nothing of the 
|| civil law under which they originated, and the 
whole thing is utterly incomprehensible to me. I 


ator may be assigned to the aa of that position 
who knows something more about the position 


cupies it, than I do. 


INVASION OF STATES. 


colleague has the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is within five 
minutes of the time; and if there be no further 
business proposed, the Chair will call it up, if 
there be no objection. 





following resolution, submitted by Mr. Dovetas 
on the 16th instant: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


I had supposed that the same | 
courtesy would be extended to me that has been | 


the humiliating confession, it is that I am utterly | 


therefore ask to be excused, and that some Sen- | 


and the duties that are incumbent on one who oc- | 


The motion to excuse the Senator was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. If there is nothing immediately | 
before the Senate, I propose to call up the special || 
order in advance of the regular hour, on which my | 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 


structed to report a bill for the protection of each State and 
Territory of the Union against invasion by the authorities 
or inhabitants of any other State or Territory, and for the 
suppression and punishinent of conspiracies or combina- 


tions in any State or Territory, with intent to invade, as- 
rty, or 


sail, or molest the government, inhabitants, pro 
institutions of any other State or Territory of the Unian. 
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Mr. HUNTER addressed the Senate. [His 
speech will be published in the apeeetx,) 

Mr. GREEN. I understand that there are 
other Senators who desire to speak on this same 
question, but do not wish to do so to-day. Imove 
that the resolution lie on the table; it can be taken 
up by a vote ai any time, 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr GREEN, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, January 31, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
by Rev. D. Bau. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer 


THE SPEAKERSHIP. 

The Clerk stated the business first in order to 
be the question of order raised by Mr. Curtis on 
the 19th instant. 

Mr. STANTON. 
of the House. 

The motion was aereed to. 

The roll was called; and the following members 
failed to answer to their names, namely: Messrs, 
Boyce, Brown, Crank B. Cocurans, Kungen, 
Sickies, Somes, and Stati worru, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House do 
now proceed to vote viva voce for Speaker; and on 
that I call the previous question, 

Several Republican members seconded the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. KEITT addressed the Clerk; but stated 
he would yield to Mr. Bococx, who also sought 
the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that 
| the proceedings under the call have not yet been 
| dispensed with, there being some gentlemen ab- 
sent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are no rules pre- 
| scribing the mode and manner of conducting a 
call. The House is acting under the constitu- 
tional provision authorizing less than a quorum 
to compel the attendance of absent members, con- 
sequently there is no necessity, in the present dis- 
organized condition of the House, to put a motion 
| to dispense with further proceedings in the call. 
| Mr. WINSLOW. The uniform practice has 
been this session to follow the rules of the House 
| inmoving to dispense with the further proceedings 
| inthe call. Itistrue that we have no power now, 
under the usual rules of the House, to have a call, 
but we have that power under parliamentary law. 
The House is now engaged in executing the order 


I move that there be a call 


for a call, and the proceedings are not yet com- 
eo I make that point of order; and that, I 
velieve, is debatable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis as well that we may 
have some questions of order settled now as at 
| any other time. The law requires the Clerk to 
put questions to the House. That presupposes 
| that the Clerk must put them in a parliamentary 

way, and at the proper time. I have moved the 
| ooo question. According to American ae 


iamentary practice, that requires the presiding 
officer, or whoever puts questions, to put the 
question immediately: ‘‘ Shall the main question 
be now put?’’ I know that the old Manual of Mr. 
Jefferson has been quoted to prove a contrary 
practice; but I appeal to the Clerk and to the As- 
sistant Clerk, to say whether or not the practice 
| of the House of Representatives, before the adop- 
| tion of rules, has been, on the demand for the pre- 
|| vious question, ees without further debate, the 
| question: ‘* Shall the main question be now put?’’ 
| l ask that we now commence right. As the pre- 
vious question has been demanded and seconded, 
| I ask the Clerk to put the question without further 
debate. 
| Mr. BOCOCK. I move that the House do now 
| adjourn; and on that motion I call for the yeas 
and nays. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. That is the better way. 
|| Mr.SHERMAN. That is in order. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| 





During the vote, 

Mr. BARR said: I do not like, Mr. Clerk, to 
be placed in the position of delaying, at this crit- 
ical time, the organization of the House. I there- 
fore ask to be excused from voting. 

Mr. BOCOCK said: The motion to adjourn 
was made in consequence of the absence of a num- 
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ber of gentlemen on this side. Those gentlemen | In the name I shall present are combined those } tleman who may be presented here, I distinctly 


_ elements of strength which may not only secure 


are now in, and if it be the pleasure of gentlemen 
on the other side of the House, I will withdraw 
the motion to adjourn. 

There being no objection, the motion to adjourn 
was withdrawn. 

The question recurred on ordering the main 
question. ; 

The main question was ordered; and the motion 
to proceed to a ballot for Speaker was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. [Cries of 
**Down!”’ * Down!” ** Order !”’ “SOrder!’’)_ I 
cannot find lanruage adequate to convey my des p 
sense of obligation to honerable gentlemen of va- 
rious political opinions constituting this House, 
for the honor which they have endeavored to con- 
fer upon me by placing me in the chair, and en- 
trusting me with the high and important responsi- 
bilities of presiding over the deliberations ef this 
body. When I recollect how much of self-sacri- 
fice must have been incurred, how much gentlemen 
have given up in their patriotic effort to concen- 
trate the votes of the I on some individual 
who stood on national and broad conservative 
grounds,and when I remember also, sir, that my- 
self, with a name unknown to fame, and now 
making my entry on this floor for the first time, 
have reecived the honor of so large and honorable 
a vote as has been conferred upon me, I can ouly 
gay that I shall cherish, during the residue of my 
official tern while a member of this body, and 
shall carry with me into the shades of private life 
when my public service is ended, a grateful and 
abidine those deep obligations under 
which gentlemen have plack me. 

But, sir, without intending—it is not the proper 
occasion—without int nding how to go intoany 
matters of detail, I will here take the liberty of 
saying, that Lam satisfied that the presentation 
of my name longer before this body would not 
contribute towards the de sired succe s 


ouse 


y)« r 
nse ot 


ss, or accord 
with the wishes of those gentlemen who have so 
cordially and steadily sustained me; and I beg 
leave now, before another ballot is taken, to with- 
draw my name as a candidate before this body, 
and to say, that I hope the indications which are 
now presenting themselves in this body, may be 
harbingers of returning good-will amoung all the 
States of this Confederacy; that we may in the 
preservation of an intact and inviolate Constitu- 
tien, find a guarantee of the rights of every part or 
our Confederacy, and that our glorious and blessed 
Union may be perpetuated to the remotest period 
oftime. [Applause on the floor and in the galle- 
ries, 

Mr. REAGAN. Irise, Mr. Clerk, for the pur- 
pose of presenting a name to the House. The 
elements of the House whe stand opposed to the 
Republican party have tried a number of combi- 
nations for the purpose of securing for Speaker a 
man of national and conservative character. The 
Democratic members of the House have, I trust, 
shown that character for liberality and patriotism 
which is ready for any sacrifice which the best in- 
terests of the country require. When the name of 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Smirn] 
was presented, although he differs with the great 
hody on this side of the House in his political 
opinions, yet, satisfied that it was his purpose 
to maintain the Constitution and the integrity of 
the Government, we agreed, without a dissenting 
voice, to give him our support, with the sincere 
hope that we might succeed in securing hisclection. 
We voted for him on Friday, and three times yes- 
terday. We then became satisfied that we had 
done all we could; that we could get no additional 
votes for him. We were read y to continue to vote 
for him, and to elect him, if possible; but we have 
become satisfied that that result cannot be accom- 
plished. 

We present this morning the name of a man of 
different political complexion; and we have a rea- 
sonable right to expect that those differing in pol- 
itics from the gentleman whose name I am about 


to present will, in the same spirit in which we | 


have sacrificed our political preferences, sacrifice 


theirs for the purpose of securing the election of 


a conservative national man to the Speakership | 


of this House. If cighty members of this House 


have been willing to saerifice their political pref- 
. . a 
erences, we think it not unreasonable that twenty- || 


odd should be willing to do likewise. 
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| ocratic party in the northern States. 
senting that name, I will say this: as a mere 





the organization of the House, but which may 
tend much to the consolidation, the strengthen- 
ing, and the upholding, of the power of the Dem- 
3efore pre- 


political movement, it is not essential to the sus- 
taining of the principles of the Democratic party 
in the South that we should vote for a southern 
Democrat. If we can vote for a Democrat from 
the free States, where the great battle for the Con- 
stitution and equality of the States is to be fought, 
where the battle for the preservation of the Union 
is to be fought, where co victory is to be lost or 
won—if, L say, by our action here, we can give 
strength there, (and we of the South can take care 
of ourselves, for we have no such element to en- 
counter there,) then, as a mere matter of policy, 
it seems to me that southern Democrats, and, in- 
deed, all men from the South, should have that 
patriotism which enables them to elevate them- 
selves above mere partisan prejudices, and to 
strengthen the hands and uphold the arms of 
our friends of the North, where this creat battle 
for the preservation of the Constitution is to be 
fought. 

Animated by a purpose like this, I hope that 
the same concession will be made by those differ- 
ing with us in political opinions, in favor of the 
name now to be presented, as was made by us in 
favor of the gentleman from North Carolina. It 
is nol to be expected that any man can be elected 
whose political feelings or principles are entirely 
in harmony with those of all upon this side of the 
House. If we take what is termed a regular-line 
Democrat, of course there are differences of opin- 
ion between him and the Americans; and there 
is a difference of opinion, too, between Lecomp- 
ton and anti-Lecompton Democrats. If we take 
an American, of course Democrats have to sur- 
render their preferences. We can take no man 
who represents, in his own person, a majority of 
the members of this side of the House. There 
must be concessions; and the question is, whether 
we are willing to concede our opinions upon these 
questions, for the purpose of securing the defeat 
of the common enemy—of a party which we 
believe endangers both the Constitution and the 
perpetuation of the Union? 

With these suggestions, Mr. Clerk, I present 
the name of a gentleman, whose record, as a 


| member of this House in years past, is one of 


which any Democrat, in any part of this Union, 
might justly be proud—a gentleman who is capa- 
ble of presiding with dignity, and of conducting 
successfully the business of the House in that 
Speaker’s chair. 
McCrernanp, of Illinois. 

Mr. HILL. I do not propose to advise my 
Democratic friends as to what is expedient for 
them to do on this occasion. I do not assume to 
do any such thing. But justice to myself, and 
those with whom it is my pride and pleasure to 
act, induces me to repeat what I said upon a 


former occasion, that Mr. Sairu, of North Caro- |! 
‘lina, who was presented to the House by the | 


southern Opposition as their candidate, was pre- | 
sented in deference to the views of the Demo- | 


cratic party, Who had made it known to the south- | 
ern Opposition that he was more acceptable to || 


the largest number of that party than any other 
gentleman we could put forward. Now, it has 


occurred to me that if it is the object of this side 


* ° . ’ j 
of the House, including those with whom I act, 

to make an election for the purpose of defeating | 
the Republican candidate, it would at least have | 


been wise to have consulted with the South Amer- 


icans as to what member of the Democratic party 1] 


could best combine their support. 


I take occasion to state that, so far as Iam ad- || 


vised, there has been no approach to that party 
for any such purpose. 
upon, either individually or collectively, to ex- 
press our wishes as to who should be presented 
upon the Democratic side of the Chamber. It is 
no oe of mine—I disclaim it—to throw any 

firebrand into the 
to my own position requires me to state here that 


_ there are principles held by some of the Demo- | 


crats upon this floor, on the important subject of | 
slavery, that are quite as obnoxious to meas my | 
peculiar Americanism can possibly be to them; | 


: hs ; i] 
and without undertaking to mterrogate any gen- || 


BE. 


| friend from Georgia, [Mr. Hixt.] 


I present the name of Jonn A. 
| ter.] 


|| any particular political respect. 
We have not been called || 


here for the last sixty or seventy days. 
|| no idea, however, but that at the time he created 
Democratic party; but justice 1] 

; 
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announce that I cannot give my vote for Speaker 


| of this House to any one who I believe enter- 
_ tains the doctrine of popular sovereignty, as ap- 


liel to the Territories of the United States. 
Laughter and sensation.]} 
There are Democrats upon this floor for whom 
I will vote with great cheerfulness; I can name 
a number of them; and it does seem to me that, 
if it was desired that the Democratic candidate 
should receive the united support of the Ameri- 
cans, we might have been ao what sort of a 
Democrat would best suit ys. This has not been 
done; and therefore I, for one, say that, without 
any positive knowledge of the peculiar principles 
held by the gentleman who has just been proposed 


| tothe House as the Democratic nominee, I cannot 


myself, in the absence of any positive knowledge 
that he does not hold the sentiment which I have 
objected to, give him my support. 

i nominate no one myself; but I say to my 
American friends that I shall vote for a distin- 
guished gentleman from Virginia, who has here- 
tofore received my vote. At the same time I say 


that I know that gentleman does not desire me to 


take this course. I do it because he comes nearer 
to me, in my judgment, than many others on the 
Democratic side of the Chamber. I shall cast my 
vote for Mr. Mixuson, of Virginia, upon this 
occasion, although I do not nominate him. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Clerk, I would not 
say a word at this time but for the remarks of my 
I regard the 
result of the vote which is now to be taken as a 
foregone conclusion; and I feel no particular in- 
terest whatever in taking any position in reference 


| to the making up the record, or the effect it may 


have upon myself at home. For the last three or 
four weeks I have been asilent observer to a great 
extent. I know further, that I have been a sort 
of passive instrument all the time in the hands of 
others. Ido not mention this for the purpose of 
complaining of it. I have this to say, however: 
that when I have made up my mind to vote for a 
Democrat—and I cannot discover any remarkable 
difference between most gentlemen upon that side 
of the House—I will not call it a condescension; 
for I think I rather honor a member of that party 
by votingforhim. [Laughter.] I know that the 
Democrats will not new think it an honor; but in 


| subsequent years they will point to it with pride 


and satisfaction. [Renewed laughter.] WhenI 
am driven to the necessity—if that necessity should 


| arise—of voting fora Democrat, I may say, with- 


out designing to be offensive to gentlemen, that, 


| in surrendering temporarily my political individ- 
| uality, I can, under this compulsion, cheerfully 


afford to vote for the meanest of the crew. [Laugh- 
I do not say this, I repeat, offensively. 
They have the right to present their candidate; 
and all those gentlemen who have placed them- 
selves in a position to be used by the Democratic 
party should not, I think, make any protest 
against itscandidate. I do not mean to insinuate 
that my friend from Georgia [Mr. H1i1]} has been 
placed in that position. 

I have felt for the last three weeks that I have 
been occupying a position in which, ultimately, 
I must either yield to persuasion or to a necessity 
which, though I did not create it, I was sure I 
could not control. So far as the gentleman from 
Ijlinois is concerned, I will make one statement. 
The district I represent has two parties in it. I 
might say it has three. It has the Democratic 
party, it os the Opposition party, and it has the 
thinking party; the last of which holds the balance 
of power. It is the last-named party I represent 
more specially than any other. [Laughter.} I 
know, a the last year, a great political hulla- 
baloo was raised there against Senator Dovue.as. 
He is a gentleman for whom I have never had 
{Laughter.}] I 
mean by that, that, in my judgment, he was the 

ioneer in those congressional achievements which 
1ave brought about the scenes we have witnessed 
I have 


the storm he supposed he could arrest or control 
it; but, sir, he has been unable to subdue the 
tempestuous excitement, which has gathered 
strength from year te year, until it has at last 
culminated in the recent bat deplorable events 
which are attracting so much of the public notice. 
I mean all I say, for f think the proceedings of 
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to-day are proof conclusive of it. I believe, how- | 
ever, that the tide will soon begin to ebb. This 
excitement, I am sure, will speedily subside. 
But I will say, in justice to Senator Dovetas, 
that the infelligent portion of the Democratic 
party of my district believe that he has been con- 
sistent, and that his position to-day—which is 
foreshadowed here in the announcement of the 
name of Mr. McCiernanp, of Illinois, as the 
Democratic candidate for Speake r—is a logical 
consequence resulting from the step made by him 
in 1854, when he threw himself into the breach 
and became the leader in that legislative misfor- 


tune which ended in the repeal of the Missouri | 


compromise. But, sir, unlike other gentlemen of 
the Democratic party, he has never sought to avoid 
the responsibility or the consequences of that act. 

Weil, sir, | know another thing. It is this: 
that all the noise and confusion in the South about 
the disaffection of Democrats toward Senator 
Dovetas, in reference to his prospects in the 
Charleston convention, amount to nothing. Out- 
side of the postmasters and newspaper editors 
and the active, aspiring politicians, I believe that 
it has no real or extensive existence. I have no 
doubt, sir, that when Senator Doveias’s birthday 
arrives in April next, he will be nominated at 
Charleston, and that then you will not find in my 
district exceeding twenty Democrats who have 
not been, for two years, original Douglas men. 
(Laughter.] I am willing to yield to persuasion, 
and, when it is unavoidable, to imperative neces- 
sity. I insist, however, tl.at some of those Op- 
osition gentlemen from the South, who have 
veut reeciving and soliciting the votes of the Dem- 
ocratic party, should be willing now to return the 
compliment. It was not pleasant, as you know, 
for some of them to vote outside of their party. 
Did you not observe how some of the Democratic 
members “sweat great drops of blood’? when 
they submitted to the crucifixion of voting for 
the gentleman from North Carolina? [Mr. Smiru.] 
[Laughter. } 

Why, sir, if an artist had desired to have an 
original from which to paint undying human 
agony, all he could have desired would have been 
the features of some of those Democrats who voted 
for Mr. Smirn on Friday. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iam one of the northwestern 
Democrats to whom the gentleman has referred; 
and I say, in al! frankness, that if 1 could with- 
draw my vote, I would not do it. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Of course you would 
not. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I cast my vote deliberately, 
and I take all the responsibility and all the con- 
sequences, 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. So did I. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. My honorable friend 
from New York {Mr. Crargk] has been upon his 
political recognizance for six wecks, and I have 
been his bondsman. [Laughter.] I was alluding 
to some of the members of the Democratic party 
from the Northwest 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I thought the 
gentleman was speaking of northern Democrats. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. No, sir; the Democrats 
of the Northwest; but I might refer my friend to 
the distinguished gentleman who represents our 





first commercial emporium; for it was manifest he | 


[Laugh- || 
ste. JOHN COCHRANE. I know that my | 


‘*suffered some’’ before he went over. 
ter. 


friend from Tennessee means no disrespect. He 


evidently is acting the part of the good Samaritan || 


of the oceasion. He is pouring oil into what he 


considers our gaping wounds; nor, in his assumed || 


kindness, has he tented them to the quick. But 
if, sir, itis true that such wounds have been in- 


flicted, they are to be contemplated with pride, and | 


1 to our bosoms if re- 
in the cause of acommoncountry. [Laugh- 
ter.] Sir, I am vnconscious of any stab received 
at the hand of either friend or foe. I invariably 
respect the manly steel of honorable gentlemen 
opposed; but when I saw its dangerous gleam, 
they who directed it knew not the ward which 
Democracy teaches its disciples; and every stroke 
that was aimed at the vitality of the Democratic 
party was triumphantly averted, and the Democ- 
racy stood stronger and manlier in its colossal 
attitude before the country. [Laughter. 

Even now, sir, in the vivid language which the 
gentleman from Tennessee has addressed to the 


to pe preens more dearl¥ 
ceive 


__ is 





House, as in a faithful mirror, [ have perceived 
| reflected the prospect of coming Democratic de- 
feat. Tillnow, have I sat here daily more firmly 
impressed with the principles which have : 
tained me thus far; and when falling, if fall Tmust, 

I shall feel the greater pleasufe that I shall be able 

in that fall to wrap around me the mantle of De- 

mocracy, [laughter;} and thus enfolded in its 

whole panoply, I would, with a decent compo- 

sure, sink to my proud rest even at the base of 
Pompey’s statue. 

Sir, [ felt no agony, not even the superficial 
ripple of disturbance, when I cast my vote for the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Sairu;] 
and if my friend from Tennessee construed the 
rays of pleasure which mantied my face into the 

; of distress, let me recommend 
him, sir, when he again ventures upon eXxperi- 


mental | hy 


Sus- 


distorting agoni 


ysiognomy, to cast from his own eye 

| the beam, before he speaks of the motes which 
repose in the Democratic vision. [Laughter.] Sir, 
I thank my friend for his allusion to the pains 
and sufferings of Democrats here. If suffering 
thus, I would choose rather to suffer alone in such 
a cause than to be pampered with all the attendant 
luxuries of error; and if, suffering alone, I may 
be permitted a sketch of my supposed solitary 
agonies, | would compare them, both in their in- 
ception and their intensity, in their duration and 
in their eventual relief, to those which I have here- 
tofore described to the House as attendant upon 
my transit through the darkling way from error 
to truth, as the unenviable companion of the 
Barnburners of New York, in their passage from 
the days of 1848 to the purer political and the 
haleyon days of 1860. [Great laughter.]} 

I did not intend to detain the House so long. 
Perhaps I have intruded upon the patience of my 
friend from Tennessee; but I hope the House and 
the country will be satisfied from this time hence- 
forth, not only that I myself, but that each Dem- 
ocrat upon this side of the House, come he from 
what geographical quarter of the Union he may, 
when it was necessary for him to cast hts vote for 
the gentleman from North Carolina, did it with 
pleasure, and with that alacrity which character- 
izes all patriots desirous and anxious for the sal- 
vation of their country. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. The position of the gen- 
tleman from New York last Friday, when he voted 
for the gentleman from North Carolina, illus- 
trated the truth of the old saying, that whatevera 

| man does timidly he does awkwardly... Not so, 
however, with a woman: whatever she does tim- 
idly is performed gracefully and well. My friend 
was evidently somewhat timid and awkward. I 
think he illustrated another truth. We all know 
that 


‘© Afflictions, though they seem severe, 


Are oft in mercy sent ;°’ 


| and as the gentleman has referred to the year 

1848, and alluded to the painful fields through 
which he has passed in reaching his present po- 
sition of political repose, may I not hope his 
journey and his trials have 

** Stopped the prodigal’s career, 
Aud caused him to repent?’? 

I was only saying, injustice to those gentlemen, 
what L regarded as the truth,in reference to scenes 
and events which have notonly been recorded by 
the pen, but were daguerreotyped upon the heart 
and memory of every man who witnessed the 
anguish, the deep, unutterable anguish of gentle- 
men when compelled to surrender and give in their 
adhesion to the gentlemen from North Carolina. 
And I was going on to remark, that some of the 
southern Opposition, who had played the part of 
—not bridesmaid, but what do you call him who 
stands by the side of the bridesmaid ? [a voice— 
‘* croomsman’’|—yes, groomsman, that is it—that 
our southern Opposition men, who had played 
the part of groomsmen at the nuptials which were 
| solemnized here last Friday, ought, now, when 
the Democratic party is a sort of gay political 
| widower, and is once more *‘ wooing ’round,’’ 
| [laughter,] that they who attended this political 
| wedding and danced so merrily to Democratic 
| music, ought now to be somewhat kind and gen- 
| erous, and, at least, allow the Democracy in the 
| selection of their. candidate the largest liberty. 
| Now, I may gay, if I were to vote for a Dem- 
| ocrat this morning—and you will observe that I 
+ said when I took the floor that this contest for 
Speaker was now a foregone conclusion—and I 
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' want that to be italicised, Mr. Reporter—I say, 
sir, that our southern friends, who were the reeip- 
ients of this Democratic favor, ought not to stickle, 
but ofeht to allow the Democratie party the right 


a - ~~ . 





— 





t their own candidate, and I care att if 
they select a red-cyed, unconquered, unconquer- 
able, unsubdued rebel from the Northwest. 

Mr. HILL. I would inquire of my friend 
whether he thinks he has discovered any tone of 
complaint on my part? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I did not say I was re- 
plying to my friend from Georgia. [ was refer- 
ring to my friend over the way. 

Mr. HILL. I have a very high respect for 
the gentleman whose name has now been pre- F 
sented. No man has ever heard me speak m a 
personally unkind manner of Judge Doveas, or 
of his faithful adherents. I differ with him po- 
litically. I have never denounced him for ineon- 
sistency. Ihave admired his firmness and the 
exhibition of will that he has shown. I have 
repeated this on many occasions. I have stated 
the cause of my own peculiar political position 
in regard to Mr. MeCiernanp. Butif U stood 
in the attitude of my friend from North Carolina 
[Mr. Smiruaj]—without undertaking to advise him 
or any one else—I would with great pleasure vote 
for Mr. McCurrnanp, or any other gentleman 
who had voted for me. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Clerk—-[Cries of 
** Call the roll!’ ** Hear him!’ **Go on!”’] my 
friend from Georgia will understand that Iam not 
versuading anybody to vote one way or another. 
ie this morning pleading the cause of party 
justice and fair dealing. I spoke of the gentle 
man proposed for Speaker—one of the unterrified 
northwestern Democracy—which is a distinctive 
sortof Democracy. [sympathize deeply with those 
men who, in 1858, drew their swords and threw 
away their seabbards in that terrible contest with 
the executive power. I remember how, in that 
last State canvass in [Ilinois, the public heart was 
stilled; and how all the people of the country were 
breathless withanxiety in Witnessing that exciting 
hand-to-hand conflict of Senator DovGias, and 
his body guard in the State of Illinois, against the 
combined power of the friends of the present Ad- 
ministration. I remember how the poor misera- 
ble blood of the poorestand most miserable post- 
master was made to flow. I remember how the 
heads of responsible officials fell off, and how the 
political guillotine was made to work there day by 
day during all that battle, that storm, that cen- 
test against exccutive dictation and power. 

Mr. NOELL. I hope the gentleman from Ten- 
nessce will not try to get up a difficulty in the 
Democratic party. (Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. [Mingled cries of** Vote!” 
** Vote !’’** Lethimgoon!’’] My friend from Mis- 
souri does himself injustice in ascribing to me the 
desire to getupastorm. If [ am not speaking 
history, | would thank any gentleman to correct 
me. As I said before, my sympathies were with 
Mr. Dove as in that contest; and of course they 

vere with the cohorts who fought under him. 
Was not the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Me- 
CLeRNnanp] one of them? Was he not a candi- 
date for Congress in the last State cleetion ? 

Voices on the Democratic side. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Did he not support and 
sustain him? 

Voices. He was nota candidate then! 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Well, at all events, he 
is known to be a political friend and adherent of 
Mr. Doveras; and [ trust his friends on this floor 
will not take from him that distinctive character, 

Mr. NOELL. What would you have thought 
of members of the Democratic party, if, when Mr. 
Situ, of North Carolina, was putin nomination, 
they had got up and made long speeches to prove 
that he had run in opposition to a Democrat? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. My friend from Missouri 
will recollect that I stated I would not have said 
a word but for the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Hitx.] It was he who arose and 
interposed objections, and intimated that the Dem- 
ocratic party had suggested an improper name. | 
give him eredit for being sincere in his political 
antagonism to Mr. McCierwan 3ut I might 

| possibly have to vote, in a certain contingency, 
_ for that gentleman. I have, therefore, a right to 


to selee 


No, sir! 


|| give the reasons which may control my vote. 


When I conclude to vote for a Democrat for the 
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Speakership, 1 would, in deference to my own 
judgment, in deference tomy Democratic constitu- 
ents, and with regard to the true state of the public 
mind, prefer tenfold to vote for a Democrag who 
represents Mr. Dovaras’s views, rather than for 
one who declares that he intends to agitate and 
favor the abstract proposition of a slave code for 
the organized Territories. 

There is one class of Democrats I will never 
vote for. 


party, who will rise in his place and say that the | 


election of Mr. Suerman or Mr. Pennincron to 
that post—the Speakership—or that the election 
of WiiusaM EH. Sewarp or Salmon P. Chase, or 
any other Republican, to the Presidency, would 
be good cause for them to counsel resistance by 
force, | would not g¥-e my support to any su h 
man. But Ido no’ know that either of the 
tlemen whose names are suggested—cither thi 
gentleman from Virginia or the gentleman from 
Iilinois—oceupies that position, I speak now in 
their presence. I mean to assert what I believ: 
to be their position on that subject. Iflam wrong, 
I ask them, as a personal favor, as a duty, to un- 
deceive me in that regard. They will vote, as is 
their right, to defeat any candidate to whom they 
are opposed. 1 } 
ular clection; when the ballot-box has indicated 
the will of the people, if that will be in opposition 
to their own judgment; if Mr. Sewarp, or Mr. 
Chase, or any other Republican be elected Presi- 


een- 


If they are defeated fairly ina pop- | 


dent, they will, I am sure, be willing to salute | 


him as the Chief Magistrate of the country. I 
go further, and say that they are in favor of re- 
specting and recognizing all his constitutional 
authority, and would counsel all others to do so. 
And the only force they would counsel, in such 
event, would be that force which might be neces- 
sary to teach others to submit likewise to such 
constitutional authority. 1 understand that to be 
the position of the gentleman from Illinois. But, 
Mr. Clerk, these interruptions have led me off 
from what I intended to say. I rose to address 
myself to my southern friends who have been 
voting for the gentleman from North Carolina, 
{[Mr. Smitrn.} I beg leave to say to them that, if 
they feel themselves under any obligation to vote 
for a Demoerat, it would not be, perhaps, in good 
faith for them to stickle, under existing circum- 
stances, in regard to the person whom the Dem- 
ocratic party may present. 

Mr. HILL. My friend from Tennessee dis- 
claims having had any instrumentality in bringing 
about the presentation of Mr. Smiru’s name. I 
will do myself the justice to say that I have never 
had any conference with any number of gentle- 
men of the Democratic party as to the propriety of 


‘presenting Mr. Smirn’s name for the Speaker- 


ship. The first I heard of it was at a meeting of 
my own party friends, where his name was sug- 
gested and talked over in connection with other 
names; and-it was urged there that, because of 
his own peculiar position—he not being excep- 
tional,us most of us were, by reason of our Amer- 
ican sentiments—he was the most available man 
that we could present on this side of the Cham- 
ber. 

That was the reason of his nomination. I had 
no instrumentality in it, although 1 would not 
disclaim it if I had, because [ am satisfied with 
my own vote, and regret exceedingly that Mr. 
Smirn was not successful. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I do not wish to protract 
this discussion. I have spoken longer than I had 
intended. [Cries of ** Vote!’’] I took the floor, 
as I stated, for the purpose of saying to some of 
my southern friends that they ought not to be too 
fastidious in regard to the person whom the Dem- 
ocratic party present as their candidate. That 
was the main object I had in view. I was inci- 
dentally drawn off into this discussion of other 
matters. I desire only to say to my own friends, 
who have been so zealous heretofore to bring 
about an organization between the Democratic 
party and the southern Opposition, that I think 
they ought to defer a grea: deal to the Democratic 
party in this their great emergency. 

r. REAGAN. I wish to say only a word 
or two: [Loud cries of “ Vote!” Vote!”] I 


will not trespass upon the patience of the House. | 


I simply ask permission to do an act of justice to 
myself and my political friends, against what 
seems to me to be rather an insidious and un- 


called for attack. 


THE CONGRESS 


If there is a man on this floor, of any | 
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morning that the American party have not been 
consulted as to the name which should be pre- 
sented to the consideration of this side of the 
House. Ido not know that there was a formal 
meeting of that party for that purpose; but mem- 
bers of all politicalgeomplexions and parties on 
this side of the House were consulted. I might 
have said the same thing, if 1 had been disposed 
to interpose a factious resistance to an effort fairly 
to organize the House upon a conservative basis, 
when the name of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina[Mr. Smiru| was presented. I had not been 
consulted about his nomination. The Democratic 
party had not been consulted about it. He was 
brought forward by his political friends; yet, we 
did not rise and complain that we had not been 
consulted; nor did any man rise here and try in- 
sidiously and unfairly, and unpatriotically, as I 





believe, to induce a political family quarrel to pre- | 
vent the organization of the House by electing | 


him. 


Sir, we presented, I am proud to say, a very | 


different spectacle to this nation. The gentleman | 


from North Carolina was presented as the caucus 
nominee of the American party, and it was so 
avowed by members of his own party. Yet we 
raised no Insidious discussion about the difference 
of opinion between the initiated and the unini- 
tiated there; but, sir, we came forward, resigning 
our own political preferences—eighty men _ re- 
signing their political preferences—and made an 
earnest effort to secure his election. 

I say, Mr. Clerk, that we had the right to have 
expected some sort of return for that magnanim- 
ity. But now, when we present the name of a 
man whose record, as [ remarked before; in past 
Congresses, is one that any man might be justly 
proud of; when we present a name that can com- 
mand not only the conservative vote, but a name 
which can command, perhaps, some votes which 
that of no other gentleman on this side of the 
House can command; when we have presented 
such a name,and asked for a faithful effort to elect 
him, we are met upon the threshold by the sug- 
gestion of another name by one member of the 
southern Opposition; and that is followed by the 
effort, upon the part of another member of the 
southern Opposition, to introduce discord and col- 
lision between different shades of political opinion 
on this-side of the House. I can only say that 
we had the right to expect better, more manly, 


| more ingenuous conduct, upon such an occasion 


as this. 
One word more, and I have done. 


| have some connection with the presidential elec- 


tion. Sir, fer one, 1 am not voting fora President 
in this election. I repudiate every such motive. 


ed object was, and is now, to elect a worthy, 


able,and honest man as Speaker of this House, 
by uniting the conservative elements of the House. 
That has been my only purpose. It has had no 
connection with the coming presidential conflict. 
I wish gentlemen to look at the business in hand, 
and not attempt to shape everything now to what 
may happen hereafter. Perhaps, if I had been 
controlled by my presidential preferences, I should 
not have done what I have done. If I had been 
controlled by my presidential preferences, I would 
not have voted for the gentleman from Virginia, 
{[Mr. Bore.er;] I would not have voted for the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Maynarp;}] for 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr.Smirx;} 
or for any other man whose political opinions 
differed from mine. I did not think I was voting 
for President then; I thought I was casting a vote, 
by a patriotic sacrifice of political preferences, for 
a national man to be placed in the Speaker’s chair, 
for the purpose of securing the defeat of the com- 
mon enemy of all conservative principles, the 
enemy of the Constitution—the Republican party. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Clerk, I rise to second 
warmly and cordially the nomination of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, and to express my earnest 
and deep regret that there should not be that una- 
nimity in his support among the members of this 
House who have heretofore opposed the Repub- 
lican candidate, that recent circumstances gave us 
some right to expect. ke 

In supporting my friend from Illinois, of course 
I am not committing myself to the assertion of 
every political doctrine which he may entertain. I 


|| am not voting as some gentlemen said they should 


It has been charged here this | 


vote—in the straight line of their politics. Sir, do 


An artful | 


| allusion was made to the fact that this vote might || 








not gentlemen attach too much importance to this 
Speakership? Should we all vote in the line of 
our politics, pray tell me if there is a member on 
this floor who could command the support of 2 
single gentleman here? There are ne two things 
in the material or spiritual world exactly alike. 
There may be resemblance, but never identity; 
and it may be confidently said, that there are no 
two minds which are the exact reflex of one an- 
other. And if that consideration may inspire re- 
gret at times that our minds cannot rentanie the 
minds of some other persons, we may, perhaps, 
find one consolation in the compensating advant- 
age that we are compelled to differ from some 
others, 

Sir, the gentleman who is to occupy the Speak- 
er’s chair, 1s not the representative of the House. 
He remains the representative of his own consut- 
uents, and there is no committal, no surrender of 
political doctrines, in giving a vote to any person 
as the presiding officer of this body. He is only 
the organ of the House. It is only as Speaker 
that he is responsible to the House. His fune- 
tions are aptly described in the celebrated reply of 
Mr. Speaker Lenthall, who, when King Charles 
demanded to know of some proceedings of the 
House, replied, ‘* [am but the organ of the House, 
may it please your Majesty, and have neither ears 
to hear, nor eyes to see, but as it directs.”’ 

And now, let me suggest to gentlemen on both 
sides of the House, that is to say, to my Demo- 
cratic associates as well as to the members of the 


southern Opposition, that, when they decline to 


support any gentleman as Speaker of this House 
because of votes that he has given in past time, 
or opinions entertained at the present time, unac- 
ceptable to themselves, they unwittingly and un- 
consciously, indeed, but still really and truly, 


_ assume a position somewhat—I say it with all 


kindness—somewhatarrogant. Sir, it implies that 
the party making the objection knows himself to 
be right. It implies that the other is wrong and 
knows himself to be wrong. Itimplies that he is 
willfully and intentionally wrong, and it assumes 


the privilege of punishing him for this offense 


against truth. 





as 


Now, 1 have voted for various gentlemen upon 
the floor without any compunction, without any 
difficulty, without any hesitation; because I be- 
lieved that I was voting only for a presiding offi- 
cer; and that, in selecting a fit and competent per- 
son as the organ of this House, I was discharging 


| my duty to — constituents here. 


Of the gentleman from Illinois, who I have 
known for many years, I take pleasure in saying 
that, from my long acquaintance with him—our 
services here having pee for a period of more 
than ten years—that is to say, the commencement 
of my acquaintance with him dated back to more 
than ten years ago—I have it in my power to say, 
from a close observation of that gentleman, that, 


| while his professional qualities are undoubted, 


while his personal character is unquestioned, and 
by universal concession without blot or stain, his 

olitical opinions have been such as to commend 
bint strongly to the confidence-and generous sup- 
port of those gentlemen who have been attempt- 
ing to defeat the nominee of the Republican party. 

My friend from New York just now referred to 
the celebrated contest of 1848, and that remindcd 
me that during that year my friend from Illinois, 
as a member of this House, was one of the few 
northern Democrats, one of the thirteen or fourteen 
northern Democrats out of a body of more than 
fifty, who, even then, in anticipation of the gen- 
eral change among the northern Democracy, gave 
his vote here in opposition to the endeavor to 
ingraft the Wilmot proviso upon the legislation 
of the country. I remember it, and remember it 
gratefully; and feeling that the election of the Re- 
publican candidate at the present crisis, interest- 
ing as it is, portentous as we all feel it to be, 
would involve consequences much to be deplored. 
I mean, of course, in their future developments, 
I trust that all those who have heretofore opposed 
the candidate of the Republican party will unite 
with us in an earnest effort to elect the gentleman 
from Illinois to the position of presiding officer of 
this body. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. One word. Mr. 
Clerk, I am a western Democrat. I voted for the 
gentleman from North Caroiina for the reasons 
stated by me on Friday, without embarrassment 
and without reluctance. I voted for him yester- 








